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THE 
LANCASHIRE & YORKSHIRE ACCIDENT 
INSURANCE COMPANY, Lytp. 
HEAD OFFICE: 30, BROWN STREET, MANCHESTER. 





Established 1877. 


This COMPANY’S GUARANTEE BONDS are accepted by 
H.M. COURTS OF CHANCERY and BOARD OF TRADE, and by 
all Departments of H.M. Government. 
MORTGAGE and DEBENTURE INSURANCE. - 

The ‘‘ CLIMAX” POLICY of the Company provides against 
ACCIDENTS —ILLNESS— PERMANENT DISABLEMENT, &c. 
Capital Sums Assured under the Policy are added to annually under a 
CUMULATIVE BONUS SCHEME. 


Capital, £200,000. 








Policies are also issued indemnifying Employers in relation to the Work- 
men’s Compensation Acts, 1897-1900, the ployers’ Liability Act, 1880, 
and at Common Law, and Public Liability (Third Party) Risks. 

R, KENNEDY MITCHELL, Manager and Secretary. _ 


PHCENIX ASSURANCE CO., Lid. 


PHC@NIX FIRE OFFICE. 


ESTABLISHED 1782. 
19, LOMBARD STREET, and 57, CHARING CROSS, LONDON. 
Lowest Current Rates. 
Liberal and Prompt Settlements. ,, 
Assured free of all Liability. 
Electric Lighting Rules supplied. 


IMPORTANT TO SOLICITORS 


In Drawing LEASES or MORBGAGES of 
LICENSED PROPERTY 
To see that the Insurance Covenants include a policy covering the risk of 


LOSS OR FORFEITURE OF THE LICENSE. 


Suitable clauses, settled by Counsel, can be obtained on application to 
THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND 
GUARANTEE FUND, LIMITED, 

24, MOORGATE STREET, LONDON, E.C, 
Mortgages Guaranteed on Licensed Properties promptly, without 
special valuation and at low rates. 


LEGAL AND GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE 




















SOCIETY. 
ESTABLISHED 186. 
FUNDS - = + = © $4,700,000 


INCOME - + + = + £610,000 
YEARLY BUSINESS - - = =- £2,594,000 
BUSINESS IN FORCE - - £ 18,000,000 





THE PERFECTED SYSTEM of Life Assurance is peculiar to this Society 
and embraces every modern advantage. 


PERFECTED MAXIMUM POLICIES. 
Wrrnovr Prorrrts. 
The Rates for these Whole Life Policies are very moderate. 





Premium | Age | Premium 
£1 16 ‘/,| 40 | £2 10°, 








20 | 417.8%), 30 
£1,000 POLICY WITH BONUSES 











According to last results. 
Valuation at 24 p.c. :—Hm. Table of Mortality. 
Duration | 10 yrs. | 20 yrs. | 30 yrs. | 40 yrs. 
Amount of Policy $1,199 £1,438 £1,724 $2,067 | 








Full information on application to 
THE MANAGER, 10, FLEET STREET, LONDON. 


 &o,, in the South London district, On Saturday, the 
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Current Topics. 


The Birthday Legal Honours. 

Every lawyer will rejoice to hear that Mr. Artavr Comey, 
K.C., has been made a Privy Councillor—a somewhat tardy, 
but exceedingly fitting, recognition of his distinction as a lawyer 
and his public services in connection with the Alabama Arbitra- 
tion and the recent Venezuela Arbitration. Mr, Comen has 
been judge of the Cinque Ports for many years, and there are 
many who think that he would have adorned a much higher 
judicial The other promotions include Sir Grorez Henny 

18, Bart., solicitor, who has been appointed a Commander cf 
the Royal Victorian Order, 


Colonial Stocks as Trust Investments. 

We Askep last week whether there had been any publica- 
tion by the Treasury, in the London Gazette or otherwise, of a 
complete list of the Colonial Stocks available for trust invest- 
ments, pursuant to the essa of section 2 of the Colonial 
Stock Act, 1900. The Paymaster of the Supreme Court has 
been good enough to send us a printed list of such stocks issued 
by the Treasury, rot os up to date and including the recently 
authorized Newfoundland 3} per cent. Inscribed Stock, 1905. 
We confess we are rather surprised at the large number of these 
stocks which are authorized as trust investments. 


The Land Registry. 

Owrne To the move of the Land Registry in’ 
ing in Lincoln’s-inn-fields, the offices at 33 
inn-fields will be closed on Saturday, the 18th 
office at Clement’s-inn will be open as usual 


the new 


the offices in Lincoln’s-inn-fields (including 
and in Olement’s-inn will be el: 


Legal Encyclopeedias. 


oe utility. There is no doubt that thi 
ta’ on. Arrangements are 
re aaathes cdion of the Eneyelopedia of the 
a work of which the final volume was issued only two years ago. 
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There is also an Encyclopedia of Scots Law, but Irish law has not 
been treated in the same way. Having regard to the scarcity of 
text-books and the difficulty that there is in ascertaining points of 
Trish law, it would seem that here exists an unoccupied field, which 
could be covered most suitably by an encyclopedia. Of course 
the Americans have produced an extensive work of this character. 
In thirty-six volumes are to be included the law and procedure 
of the United States. A French encyclopedia, which has just 
been completed in the same number of volumes, is perhaps the 
finest work of its kind. It was begun in 1887, and has been 
carried out under the direction of MM. Carpentier, FrirEsouan 
pu Sart and Fozrer-Hermann. The editors have not placed a 
rigid interpretation upon the purpose of a law encyclopedia, 
but have covered a wide scope in the “Répertoire Général 
Alphabétique du Droit Francais,” which also includes colonial 
law. The Germans, although noted for their attention to work 
of this description, do not appear to have published any series of 
volumes closely corresponding to these encyclopedias of other 
countries. 


Stamping Purchase Agreements. 


Ir wit be seen from a letter which we print elsewhere that 
the opinion is held in some quarters that an agreement which is 
not stamped at the time of execution can be effectively stamped 
with an adhesive stamp within seven days, and that in this way 
the difficulty of stamping agreements for sale to which we 
referred last week can be got over. We fear, however, that 
there is a mistake in this. Section 8 of the Stamp Act, 1891, 
lays down the general rule that ‘‘ an instrument, the duty upon 
which is required or permitted by law to be denoted by an 
adhesive stamp, is not to be deemed duly stamped with an 
adhesive stamp unless the person required by law to cancel 
the adhesive stamp cancels the same .. . or unless 
it is otherwise proved that the stamp appearing on the 
instrument was affixed thereto at the proper time.” For the 
case of agreements section 22 adds the provision that the duty 
of sixpence “‘may be denoted by an adhesive stamp, which 
is to be cancelled by the person by whom the agreement is first 
executed.” Hence the person who is ‘required by law” to 
cancel an adhesive stamp when used for an agreement is the 
person by whom the agreement is first executed, and it seems to 
follow from the express language of section 8 that, if he does 
not do so, the instrument is not to be deemed duly stamped with 
an adhesive stamp. All this we took to be well-known, and 
unless our correspondent can put a different construction upon 
these provisions, it is a little surprising that the simple way 
of checkmating the Somerset House authorities which he suggests 
has not come into general use. The recommendation of the 
Council of the Law Society to which our correspondent “A 
Country Solicitor” refers, that contracts should be stamped 
with an adhesive stamp on execution, is of course good enough 
as a piece of advice, but it ignores in too obvious a manner the 
real difficulty—namely, how to get them stamped when this pre- 
caution has been omitted. 


The Rating of Places of Public Worship. 


Tue constant demands upon the purses of the rating authori- 
ties have compelled them to turn their attention to the increase 
of sources of supply. A general enforcement of the law 
respecting the rating of places of public worship is likely to 
create an interesting situation. Section 1 of the Poor Rates 
Exemption Act, 1833, a hegre that ‘‘ No person or persons shall 
be rated, or shall be liable to be rated or to pay to any church 
or poor rates or cesses, for or in respect of any churches, district 
churches, chapels, meeting-houses, or premises, or such part 
thereof as shall be exclusively appropriated to public religious 
worship.” Mr. Rypz (Rating, p. 110) comments on the 
ambiguity of the sentence, and submits that the words “ ex- 
clusively appropriated to public religious worship” cannot be 
lin ited to “ such parts thereof,” but must apply to the whole of 
the preceding words. The Rating Exemptions (Scotland) Act, 
1874 (37 & 36 Vict. c. 20), s. 1, contains a similar provision, 
which was considered in Trustees of College-street United Free 
Church y. Parish Council of Edinburgh (1901, 3 ¥F. 414), when it 
was held that church and mission halls sometimes used for 
temperance mectings and for congregational social meetings 





— 
could not be regarded as exclusively appropriated to public being in 
religious worship and did not fall within the exemption. If While t 
action were taken upon this decision in England, a large number not a ¢ 
of mission buildings belonging to the Established Church and and pt 
many more Nonconformist places of worship would have to pay the lan 
rates. To the above quoted section of the Act of 1833 there is and to 
a proviso that no one shall derive any profit or advantage from therefor 
the receipt of rents for any part of the buildings. But read in ~ remove 
conjunction with the remainder of the clause, it would seem to distress, 
provide ‘that if a chapel is exclusively appropriated to public of the |: 
religious worship, the receipt of pew rents does not destroy the 7 does 1 
exemption” (Ryde on Rating, p. 110). Seats sold at a musical betweer 
festival in a cathedral, however, when a profit is made, would #inciden 
no doubt be held to place the building outside the exemption. the go 

section 
Life Assurance Funds. express 
THE ruBLic inquiry into the management of a New York by the ] 
Assurance Company, which is now proceeding in the United interest 
States, is by no means without interest to Englishmen, who will to give 
read the reports of the testimony of the different officials with by the 
unfeigned astonishment. It cannot, of course, be maintained that bidden 
the conduct of those in charge of English life assurance the pls 
companies has always been beyond criticism, but among the in- distress 
stances of their irregularities which have been brought before cag 
the English courts we find nothing to compare with the extra- 
ordinary license which appears to prevail on the other side of THE 
the Atlantic. An injunction was once granted to restrain the the inte 
directors of a life assutance company in England from issuing House 
marine policies, and there are a few other cases where similar to the 1 
attempts to act beyond the powers of a company were promptly the Ho 
checked. But the enormous accumulations of the American we Be 
life assurance company appear to have been spent for purposes do so t 
in no way connected with the business for which they were lar casi 
destined at the time of their incorporation. It is court 
suggested that one result of the inquiry will be that the of Lor 
State insurance laws will be altered so as to prevent ge 
such misapplication of their funds in future. But it is added oo 
that, so long as the practice of buying up trust companies, = 
depositing insurance funds in them, and allowing those funds to ~~ 
be used for enterprizes in which the parent company itself could h shen 
not embark, continues, it is doubtful whether any such reform ~eaen 
will be effectual. We are not sure that we understand how a _ 
life assurance company is able to ‘‘buy up” a trust company. f 1 
Does it mean that the surplus funds of the insurance company oo 7 
are invested in the purchase of a number of the shares of the og 
trust company sufficient to ensure the control of it? It is the caged F 
custom for our leading assurance companies to publish from Z rs 
time to time a list of their investments. Might this list include th 
shares which had been purchased, not as an eligible investment, - a 
but solely for the purpose of obtaining control of the company > Con 
to which they belonged, and using this company as a con- to ae 
venient screen in the execution of projects which were entirely . 
ultrd vires? We can hardly think that any such proceeding beds 
would be attempted by even the most presumptuous of the y: 
directors of our assurance compauies. co 
Distress by Uncertificated Bailiff. of O'C 
AN IMPORTANT question as to the effect of section 7 of the Lord 
Law of Distress Amendment Act, 1888, has been given by the Rae 
Divisional Oourt (Lord Atversronz, C.J., and Wits and opt 
Danuta, JJ.) in Porring § Co. v. Emerson (reported ante, p. 14). Trt 
The section provides that ‘from and after the commencement of the L 
the Act no person shall act as a bailiff to levy any distress for rent not he 
unless he shall be authorized to act as a bailiff by a certificate in iin 
writing under the hand of a county court judge.” Previously io a 
to the Act a landlord might distrain either im person or by any ion c 


agent whom he might choose to employ, but, though he can 
apparently still distrain in person, he is limited in the Lord 
selection of an agent, and must employ a duly certificated 


bailiff. In the above case, however, it was contended *S 
that section 7 applies only as between the landlord and the delibs 
tenant, and that, as regards third persons, a distress made by an 2 oe 
uncertificated agent is still valid. The question arose between & oly 
firm of furniture dealers, the plaintiffs, and the landlord, the "ei 
defendant. The plaintiffs had supplied the tenant of a flat with 


furniture on the hire-purchase system, and, upon the instalments _— 
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being in arrear, they proceeded to seize and remove the furniture. 
While this was being done an agent of the landlord, who was 
not a certificated bailiff, entered and stopped the removal, 
and purported to distrain the furniture on behalf of 
the landlord. Subsequently a certificated bailiff arrived 
and took possession of the furniture. The question, 
therefore, was whether the plaintiffs had effectually 
removed these goods so as to save them from the landlord’s 
distress, and this depended on whether the original interference 
of the landlord’s agent was lawful as against them. But section 
7 does not appear to be in any way restricted to questions arising 
between the landlord and the tenant. One of the most important 
incidents of the law of distress is that the landlord can seize 
the goods of a third party to satisfy his own debt; and 
section 6, in regulating the time for replevying goods, refers 
expressly to ‘‘the tenant or owner.” This, as was pointed out 
by the Lord Chief Justice, shews that the Act was passed in the 
interest of third persons as well as of tenants, and it is natural 
to give a corresponding effect tosection 7. The act of seizure 
by the uncertificated bailiff, observed Wis, J., being for- 
bidden in terms, could have no effect given to it, and the title of 
the plaintiffs, who had removed the goods before a lawful 
distress, remained, 


Peers as Counsel. 


THE CURRENT number of the Law Reports contains a report of 
the interesting discussion in the Committee of Privileges of the 
House of Lordsin Re Lord Kinross (1905, A. O. 468) with respect 
to the right of a peer who is a barrister-at-law to practise before 
the House of Lords when sitting as a court of appeal, to which 
we recently referred. Theoretically, perhaps, he can no more 
do so than a judge can leave the bench and appear in a particu- 
lar case as advocate. The House of Lords, when sitting as a 
court of appeal, is, or was, the same body as the House 
of Lords when sitting to discuss a Bill or to debate some 
question of foreign policy. And upon this footing Lord James 
was disposed to treat the matter. ‘The question,” he said, 
“is whether a man who is a member of a tribunal can 
practise before it”; and, if a peer wasallowed to practise before 
the House when sitting as a court of appeal, he did not see how 
he could be prevented from practising before committees of the 
House, and before the House when sitting as a criminal court. 
“Let me,” said Lord Jamas, “ refer to a recent case. Three or 
four years ago we had a peer on his trial for a felony. If this 
permission is granted, what will there be to prevent a peer 
from being heard as an advocate at the bar, and then coming 
in and taking part in the decision of the very case in which 
he has been an advocate?” But the argument founded upon 
the theoretical nature of the House of Lords as a court of 
justice did not find favour, and it may be doubted whether since 
0’ Connell’s case (11 Cl. & F. 155) it can be said that, according 
to the theory of the constitution, the House of Lords as a 
court is identical with the House of Lords as a deliberative 
body. The constitution is capable of change, and the last two 
pages of the report in Clark and Finnelly shew how this change 
in the position of the House of Lords as a court was quietly but 
irrevocably established. When the question as to the reversal 
of O’Connzx’s conviction was first put, some lay peers voted. 
Lord Lynpuurst, ©., abstained from making any declaration of 
the result, and after a pause again put the question, when again 
lay peers voted. Thereupon a short discussion ensued, in which 
Lord Brovenam and Lord Campsett took part, and at the end 
the Lord Chancellor said : “ I think those noble lords, who have 
not heard the arguments, will decline voting if I put the ques- 
tion again.” This was effectual, After another short speech or 
two all the lay lords withdrew, and the change in the constitu- 
tion of the House of Lords as a court was complete. 


Lord Kinross’s Case. 


Ir micut have been as well if the establishment of the House 
of Lords as a tribunal of appeal, distinct from the House as a 
deliberativeassembly, had been followed by corresponding changes 
of procedure, and then the question involved in Lord Kinross’s 
ease could not have arisen. It has been decided, however, that 
theoretical considerations are not to interfere in this matter with 


Lord Cotertpez. ‘ Lord Coxertpas,” said the Lord Chancellor, 
‘who is a member of this House, is continually gna Samay 
the courts, and therefore it may be porn | that is 
nothing in the position of an advocate before the courts to 

revent a peer from practising at the bar.” And if so, it would 
So dhanal to int bin practise in all the courts short of the 
highest, and then exclude him when his clients want his 
assistance on the final appeal. An analogy is also, as Lord 
Hatspury pointed out, afforded by the position of a Privy 
Councillor who is not a member of the Judicial Committee, and 
he referred to the well-known example of Mr. Asquirx. “ It 
may be said that he is not a member of the Judicial Committee 
of the Privy Council. That is true; butit would be strange if 
that circumstance were to affect the question whether or not he 
ought to be heard as an advocate before the tribunal.” Upon this 
example Lord Jamesobserved that Mr. Asqurru was the first Privy 
Councillor who had ap before the Judicial Committee. 
In 1885, when he hi was made a Privy Councillor, he acted 
upon the rule then received, and refused to appear before the 
committee. But Mr. Asquirm has broken through a pedantic 
restriction with impunity, and Lord James ultimately withdrew 
his own view as to Lord Kryross’s position in deference to the 
clearly expressed opinion of the committee. Lord Kuvross is 
the son of the late Lord Justice General of Scotland, and is a 

ractising barrister. A client desired to retain him in a case 

efore the House of Lords, and hence the question was raised 
and referred to the Committee of Privileges. Lord Rozpertson 
put the whole matter very shortly when he said: ‘‘ No man is 
entitled to sit and take part in a decision in this House or any- 
where else unless he has heard the cause, and heard it as a 
judge.” This could not be said of Lord Kuvross or any other 
peer who was a practising barrister. Hence, since he could not 
be a member of the tribunal, he was at liberty to practise before 
it. In the result the Committee of Privileges, whose report was 
adopted by the House, decided that rs should be excluded 
from appearing before committees, and before the House when 
sitting under the presidency of the Lord High Steward on a 
criminal case, but otherwise it admitted their competency to 
practise as advocates before the House. 


Rescission of Contract After Completion. 


Tue Dectston of Joyor, J., in Seddon v. North-Eastern Salt Co. 
(53 W. R. 232; 1905, 1 Ch. 326) emphasizes the necessity of 
establishing fraud in a case where it is sought to rescind a com- 
pleted contract. A purchase of shares in a company had been 
contracted for and carried into effect upon the faith of certain 
representations as to the losses which the company had sus- 
tained. Upon the accounts being subsequently examined by an 
accountant, it ap that the losses had been very much 
understated, and the action was commenced for rescission of the 
contract and repayment of the purchase-money. There was, 
however, no allegation that the yore ee pep was fraudu- 
lent, and indeed the imputation of fraud was expressly dis- 
claimed on behalf of the plaintiff. Under these circumstances 
the distinction between an executory and an executed contract, 
which was pointed out by Lord Campsgtt in Wilde v. Gibson 
(1 H. L. C, p. 632), was applicable. With regard to an 
executory contract, if there is, in any way whatever, misrepresen- 
tation or concealment which is material to the — a court 
of equity will not compel him to complete the purchase; but 
where the conveyance has been execu it will be set aside 
only upon the ground of actual fraud. And the distinction is 
obviously based upon sound principle. Upon entering into the 
contract the purchaser has not in general the means of verifying 
the representations made to him; and even if he has, yet the 
vendor, in seeking to enforce the contract, is applying the 
assistance of a court of equity, and he is not entitled to that 
assistance if the contract has been induced by misre tation, 
But before completion the purchaser either satisfies himself as to 
the property or decides to take the risk of error, and after con- 
veyance his remedy is confined to the single case of fraud, against 
which it is to be supposed he had no adequate means of protection. 
So in Brownlie v. Campbell (5 App. Cas., p. 936) Lord 
Senporns said that, when the conveyance has taken 
equity does not relieve against it unless there is a case of 





practical convenience. Stress was naturally laid upon the case of 


or of misrepresentation amounting to fraud. Under the ciroum- 
® 
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stances of Seddon v. North-Eastern Salt Co. (supra) this| and Cusitmsrorpv. ‘I think it is abundantly clear,” said the the deat 
essential element of fraud did not exist, and upon that ground | Lord Chancellor, ‘‘ both upon principle and upon authority, that cum per: 
the claim made by the plaintiff failed. But Joyce, J, also| when the enjoyment of the house is interfered with by the mine ow’ 
pointed out that, even if it had been well grounded originally, it | actual occurrence of the mischief, the cause of action then ari owner hi 
must have failed on account of delay. The contract at most was | and that the action may then be maintained.”’” And Lord Cray. The fact 
not void, but only voidable, and should have been repudiated | worra pointed out that the right of the owner of the surface law allo 
at the earliest possible moment. Against such a claim a very | land was not a right to the pillars or support. ‘‘In truth hig for such 
short delay is a bar, and the plaintiff, by remaining in posses- | right is a right to the ordinary enjoyment of his land, and till excludec 
sion of the shares for several months after he had had all | that ordinary enjoyment is interfered with he has nothing of establist 
necessary information, had debarred himself from any remedy. | which to complain.” Consequently it was held in that case that Statute 
the Statute of Limitations ran against the right to recover action | 
domages for injury by subsidence from the time when the oor" tin 
. amage arose, and not from the time when the working which ving 
Damag e by Subsidence pen the damage took place. . working. 
THE recent case of Tunnicliffe §& Hampson (Limited) v. West Leigh| But there is a further question whether, when damage hag future a‘ 
' Colliery Co. (Limited) (1905, 2 Ch. 390) raised an interesting | occurred, this finally fixes the cause of action so that damages change 
in: uestion as to the measure of damages for injury due to subsi- | must be recovered at once both for injury actually suffered and referee ¢ 
i an caused by the working of mines, but the decision could | for possible future injury; or whether, with each fresh subsi- diate cor 
ig hardly be doubtful, having regard to the rule established by | dence, there accrues a new cause of action in which damages for purchase 
i the leading case of Darley Main Colliery Co. v. Mitchell (11 | the further injury can be recovered. This is the question which attendan 
Hy App. Cas. 127). In Tunnicliffe & Hampson v. West Leigh| came before the House of Lords in Darley Main Colliery Co. y, Expy, J 
Colliery Co. the action was brought in December, 1903, to | Mitchell (supra), and that tribunal held that a new cause of action confining 
recover damages for injury to the plaintiffs’ mills by subsidence | arose with each successive suffering of injury. ‘Since the any furt! 
i owing to the removal of minerals by the defendant company. | decision of this House,” said Lord Hatssvry, ‘in Backhouse vy, 
i The working of the mines in the neighbourhood of the mills had | Bonomi, it is clear that no action would lie for the excavation. 
| ceased, and therefore there was an end of the acts originally | It is not, therefore, a cause of action; that case established that The 
causing the subsidence; but under such circumstances the | it is the damage, and not the excavation, which is the cause of ; 
removal of the original cause does not prevent the|action. I cannot understand why every new subsidence, boy a 
recurrence of subsidence from time to time, and the/| although proceeding from the same original act or omission of ae oA 
recurrence, therefore, of damage to the surface property. In | the defendants, is not a new cause of action for which damages approach 
the present case the defendants admitted liability, and judg- | may be recovered.” staff—th: 
ment was taken by consent directing an inquiry as to the| It follows from this view of the liability of the mine owner to street, an 
damages to which the plaintiffs were entitled. The inquiry was | a fresh action when further subsidences cause new damage, that able to re 
held before an official referee, and he assessed the damages | the possibility of such further damage cannot be included in the inst. ; wl 
down to the date of the judgment under two heads: first, he| damages given in an action based upon damage already to look a 
allowed £1,300 for the cost of repairs to the premises which | accrued ; and if this cannot be done directly it seems that it nha 
required to be immediately done; and next, he allowed £13,200 | cannot be done indirectly. In the present case of Zunnicliffe § Fite to 
as damages for depreciation of the premises, being 15 per cent. | Hampsomv. West Leigh Colliery Co. (supra), the official referee had ve) nage 
on the sum of £88,000, at which he valued the Property, includ- | in effect given damages for future injury when he treated the ing to a 
ing the land, buildings, and fixed and moveable machinery | dépreciation in value of the premises, for the purposes of sale, get so fa 
previous to the subsidence. In giving judgment, the | as the test of the present damage, and included in such deprecia- gone” a 
Official referee treated the depreciation as the difference | tion the possibility of future injury. Upon the authorities this erection | 
in market value of the premises before and after the| was wrong. ‘The law is,” said Swrnrzn Eapy, J., “that in offices so 
damage, and he estimated it on the basis of what a purchaser | the case of colliery working, where the mine owner is lawfully inn-fields 
would give if the plaintiffs wanted to sell. He did not profess | working his own minerals, damages cannot be recovered putes 
to give compensation for possible future damage, at least not | for future apprehended injury, whether there is or is not any ulled do 
directly. But he admitted that the possibility of future damage | existing actual damage. It follows, in my opinion, that the Ges wil 
would interfere with the price to be given by a possible pur-| surface owner cannot recover any depreciation or diminution comprises 
chaser, and the consequent depreciation of price he regarded as | in the present selling value of his property caused by the appre- wing, cor 
present damage. The defendant company took objection to the | hension of future damage. If he is not entitled to recover The ar 
report upon the ground that the official referee, in thus allowing | any sum for the risk of future damage, why should the amount Works, 
for the effect of the possibility of future damage as an element | be recoverable because a purchaser will only give so much less buildings 
in present depreciation of value, had, in point of fact, included | for the property on that account? Present depreciation caused = of we 
damages for future injury by subsidence, and had thus violated | by the risk of future injury is not, inmy judgment, recoverable haggle 
the principle established by Darley Main Colliery Co. v. Mitchell.| in cases like the present, any more than the future damage ong ai 
This principle, as is well known, depends upon the nature of | itself.” Consequently, the learned judge decided that, since fine aspect 
the cause of action in such cases, and it has been established | the official referee had included the risk of future injury in his look wpon 
that the mere working of the mines, though followed by subsi- | report, the matter must go back to him for reconsideration. front is th 
dence, is not in itself wrongful, and therefore gives no cause of But while this result seems to follow naturally from the height th 
action. The action is one of the class in which damage is an | principle established by Darley Main Colliery Co. v. Mitchell (supra), towers at 
essential feature—is the “ gist of the action’”—and there is no | it cannot be denied that the risk of future injury may have 4 will doubt 
cause of action unless and until the subsidence causes damage. | very prejudicial effect upon the property. Theoretically, the OM bui 
This was settled by Backhouse v. Bonomi (9 H. L. O. 503), in| surface owner and purchasers from Aim are protected by the vormagly 
which the House of Lords affirmed the decision of the| right to bring a fresh action when the new injury arises, but and projec 
ver Chamber. ‘ The question,” said Witzs, J., in the _ from the objection of purchasers to take over the prospect walls. Tl 
latter tribunal (E. B. & E. 654), “depends upon what is| of a law-suit, it may well be that, by the time the new injury tonous ap 
the character of the right—namely, whether the support | occurs, there is no person who is liable to the action. This is bordered 
must be afforded by the neighbouriog soil itself, or| illustrated by Greenwell v. Low Beechburn Coal Co. (1897, 2 floor. Do 
such 4 portion of it as would be, beyond all question, | Q. B. 165), where it was held that, where the original mine owner these spr 
sufficient for present and future support; or whether it is| whose working had caused the subsidence had parted with the Registey : 
competent to the owner to abstract the minerals without liability | mines before the further injury occurred, the owners at the time gold, = | 
to an action, unless and until actual damage be thereby caused | of the injury were not liable. Such owners are not bound to pillars = 
to bis neighbour.” When the case came before the House of | provide against the results of the predecessors’ working, and the back . 
Lords the judges, who were consulted, unanimously took the | against them the fresh injury gives no cause of action. But, end door- 
latter view, and it was adopted by the House, consisting of Lord | on the other hand, the right of action against the original mine —is very : 
Wererevny, C., and Lords Brovenau, Onanwouru, Wensieypatx, | owner, which is thus the only remedy available, may be lost by architect | 
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The maxim aectio personalis moritur 


the death of the mine owner. 
cum persona applies, and unless the injury is suffered while the 
mine owner, whose excavations caused it, is living, the surface- 
owner has no remedy: Hall v. Duke of Norfolk (48 W. R. 565). 
The fact, however, that the remedy for future injury which the 
law allows may be ineffective is not a reason for giving damages 
for such injury in an action from which they are upon principle 
excluded. The surface owner has his advantage under the rule 
established by the House of Lords cases in regard to the 
Statute of Limitations. He is not bound to bring his 
action until the damage is suffered, and he can sue 
from time to time with each fresh damage without risk of 
having his claim barred by lapse of time since the original 
working. Against this he must put the possibility that these 
future actions may sometimes be ineffectual owing to death or 
change of ownership. This disadvantage the report of the 
referee counterbalanced by allowing the surface owner imme- 
diate compensation for depreciation in selling value, since the 
purchaser would, of course, take into account all the risks 
attendant upon prospective injury. The judgment of Swinren 
Expy, J., follows the principle established by the authorities in 
confining the damages to the injury actually suffered, leaving 
any further injury to be compensated as it arises. 


































The New Land Registry Building. 


Tue building at the corner of Lincoln’s-inn-fields and Serle-street, 
which is to provide, so far as it has gone, the offices for the trans- 
action of business in connection with land registration, is rapidly 
approaching completion; so rapidly indeed that a portion of the 
staff—that which has had its location in the old building in Portugal- 
street, and which deals with property north of the Thames—will be 
able to remove into the new premises about next Saturday, the 18th 
inst.; while the remainder, at Clement’s-inn, whose function it is 
to look after that on the south side of the river, will change their 
quarters within a week afterwards; tbat is to say, if the army of 
workmen who are at the time of writing engaged im fixing up miles 
of wire for the electric lighting, rearing partitions, painting legends 
on doors, carrying in huge chests of big shallow drawers, and attend- 
ing to a thousand and one other operations, will have been able to 
get so far forward as to allow thereof. We say “so far as it has 
gone” advisedly, for it must be borne in mind that the present 
erection is only one-half of the structure which is to be built. The 
offices so far occupy the block at the south-east corner of Lincoln’s- 
inn-fields which runs round Serle-street and Portugal-street until 
it reaches the old buildings of the Middlesex Registry. As soon as 
the removal of the staff is completed, these old buildings will be 
pulled down and the site cleared, when the erection of the new 
offices will be carried on to completion. The present new Registry 
comprises the east wing and the central entrance, whilst the west 
wing, corresponding with that at the east, has yet to be erected. 
The architect, Sir Henry Tanner, F.R.I.B.A., of the Office of 
Works, who, by the way, is the architect of the new Post Office 
buildings on the site of Christ’s Hospital, and has designed a good 
deal of work for the Post Office, has selected the Jacobean style for 
the new Registry, using for his materials red brick and Portland 
stone, the latter being employed for the windows and the base- 
ment and for the dressings generally. The principal front has a 
fine aspect towards Lincoln’s-inn-fields, and the two other elevations 
look upon fairly wide thoroughfares. The dominant feature of the 
front is the central block, which rises over the entrance to a greater 
height than any other part of the building, not excepting the 
towers at the Serle-street and Portugal-street angles, which towers 
will doubtless be repeatd at the other angles on the west end yet 
to be built. The windows in this central block are of the bow 
fashion, as is the case with those beneath the angle towers and the 
centre of the Serle-street facade; otherwise the windows are flat, 
and project but little beyond the rest, or brickwork portions of the 
walls. This, to our thinking, gives the building a somewhat mono- 
tonous appearance, which is but little relieved by the shields 
bordered with florid scroll-work over each window on the first 
floor. Double Ionic pillars flank the central doorway, and from 
these springs a circular arch, its spandrels filled with elaborate 
carving, and above is a panel in stone with tle words “Land 
Registry” carved upon it. Gates of wrought iron, relieved with 
gold, separate the ronmet from Lincoln’s-inn-fields, their stone 
pillars surmounted by lions holding shields. Portugal-street, as 
the back of the building, has the plainest elevation, and even its 
end door—which will, of course, be the central entrance eventually 
is very much less elaborate than that in Lincoln’s-inn-fields, The 
architect has designed a circular headed doorway without pillars, 





and has been content, so far as ornament is concerned, with little 
more than a panel bearing the legend “Land i ” over the 
entrance, with one of his favourite shields on either side. This will 
probably be the entrance generally used by the public, as it is close 
to the passenger lift and to the west or, ultimately, central stair- 
case, which leads up to every floor as well as down into the base- 
ment. ‘There is no staircase from the principal entrance in 
Lincoln’s-inn-fields, the nearest on that side being at the Serle- 
street angle of the building. The —e which surround the 
Registry are of good design, and on the Lincoln’s-inn front the 
are broken by square columns of red brick and stone, crowned wi 
pyramidical pinnacles. The five floors above the basement give 
the building size and dignity, and the many gables which arise on 
every side make a by no means unpleasant sky line. 

Entering by the back, or Portugal-street, doorway, a flight of 
half-a-dozen steps leads through outer and inner oaken doors to the 
level of the ground floor, Pgs the usual small room for the 
attendants whe will guard the entrance and direct the members 
of the public using the Registry to the particular room 
or rooms where their business is to be transacted. 
Opposite the entrance is a _ staircase to the upper 
and lower parts of the building, flanked on one side by 
the passenger lift, and on the other by that for coal, luggage, etc. 
On this floor all the work of registration will be carried out. 
The rooms will accordingly be occupied by the clerks who take in 
registrations. On the front facing Lincoln’s-inn-fields on this floor 
is a large room fitted with a long counter going round three of its 
sides, where the identification of land sites by the public will take 
place, and,here they will meet for the identification of their 
properties when registered, this room being devoted exclusively to 
properties on the north side of the Thames. The room runs the 
whole length of the building as far as the central entrance and the 
main hall leading from it. Facing the room, on the other side 
of the corridor, is an alcove for the accommodation <«f the public 
while they are waiting to be attended to, and benches are to be 
placed here for their comfort meanwhile. 

The main hall is a handsome and picturesque apartment, reached 
by steps from Lincoln’s-inn-fields, with its plaster panelled ceiling 
and its flight of marble steps, leading to the higher level of the 
ground floor through an oaken balustrade by an archway supported 
by double columns of variegated marble. Other columns rise at 
intervals from the oaken panelling, and an electrolier of light and 
graceful design—a cluster of nine incandescent lamps depending 
from the centre of the ceiling—gives ample illumination. The 
electric lamps, it may be stated, are throughout the building, 
wherever it has been thought desirable to introduce ornament, 
of very excellent design ; and the same remark applies to the iron- 
work, the brass or bronze door handles and plates, and so on, and 
to the chimney-pieces, which are, in the better rooms, of oak, and 
in others painted white, ssthetic n tiles surrounding the 
numerous slow combustion stoves. ite the main hall, and 
close to the identification room, is the room in which stamps and 
forms may be obtained, so that the public will not have far to go 
for these necessary appurtenances of the work. — é 

At the Serle-street and Portugal-street corner is a second stair- 
case, but as this is unprovided with a lift, and is not nearly as acces- 
sible as that at the Portugal-street, the principal entrance prac- 
tically, it is likely to be far less used than the . : 

On the first floor the principal, and by far the largest, room is 
intended for the identification of land south of the Thames. This 
again is a fine room, extending, with the two clerks’ rooms at either 
end, the whole length of the Serle-street side of the building. 
Upon this floor is also a large room entirely devoted to the storage 
of the registers, which is to be filled with bookcases containing the 

isters, and this is the room in which the public will make searches. 
A lift, worked by electricity, has been installed in the room in order 
that books and papers may be readily obtained from various other 
parts of the building, and to guard against disaster from any 
accident, a supplemental lift is (goo which will be operated by 
hand. Doors Trad from the public room to smaller rooms, which 


will be occupied by the clerks engaged in work connected directly 
with the registers, with the object that the registers should not 


be carried about moré than is necessary, and t they may be 
always practically on the spot. Hitherto the arr nts in this 
respect have been very defective, as the old building was altogether 
unftted for the work of the Registry, adapted as it was from 
private buildings and the old Official Referees’ Courts. The rooms 
on the Lincoln’s-inn side on this floor will be set apart for the 
use of the registrar, the assistant registrar, the secretary, and other 
principal officials, who will have the clerks closely connected with 
the register, and who write their letters, and so on, on the same 
floor as themselves. The registrar's room, as of right, is the more 
generously fitted; its two fire- are somew elaborately 
carved in oak, with pillars and other adornments, and the walls are 


panelled in the same wood, 
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The central office on the second floor runs the whole length of 
the south, or Portugal-street side, and is similar in size and plan to 
that in which the registers are kept. Here a great deal of the 
clerical work is to be done, all the papers coming through this 
room before they are sent on from one to another, and here, it may 
be said, the work of the office is regulated. In so extensive an 
office as the Land Registry, papers may be at the typist’s, or bein, 
checked or settled, and in the ordinary way one could never te 
at once where they would be likely to be at a particular moment, 
but in this room the necessary information will readily be obtain- 
able. The clerks here will keep diaries in which the particulars of 
every transaction are entered, so that the papers connected with 
it can at once be-traced. On this floor, which is wholly used by the 
clerical staff, are placed the lavatories for the staff, which, as 
between 270 and 280 people are employed, it may be imagined 
are extensive and commodious. It is thought that it will not be 
found necessary to increase the present staff unless a larger area 
than the County of London is brought under the Act. The 
remainder of the floor will be occupied by the map department. 
One of the largest branches of the work of the Registry is the 
preparation of plans, and the staff required for the work will of 
necessity occupy a very considerable space. 

The third floor will be wholly occupied by the map department, 
naturally a very large branch of the work, and here the triplicate 
ps pan of plans, which is an essential feature of the registry, will 

8. 

On the fourth floor the land charges department will be accom- 
modated. The public will use the large room facing Lincoln’s-inn- 
fields for the purpose of searching the registers. On ths floor also 
the attendants or messengers will have rooms specially set apart 
for their use. Amongst these is a commodious mess room, where the 
men may take their meals—that is, such food as they may bring 
into the building for themselves, for there are to be no kitchens 
and no catering for the clerks or the other members of the staff, 
and the remainder of the rooms on this floor will be occupied by 
various clerks, 

There is yet another room a floor higher of considerable dimen- 
sions. This is the room already mentioned as hidden away behind 
the gable over the principal entrance, and which cannot be seen 
from the outside. It has not yet been appropriated, but it can 
be turned to use either for the clerical staff, or for storage, in botn 
of which respects the demands, of course, will be very exacting. 

There are two floors below the ground floor—namely, the sub- 
ground floor and the basement. On the first accommodation will 
be provided for the scrivening department, where most of the 
writing work will be carried out. The work connected with pro- 
vincial registration—that is to say, that concerned with property 
outside the County of London—the provincial department as it is 
called as distinct from that which is compulsory under the Act—will 
be conducted on this floor. Some thousands of properties, we are 
informed, all over the country have been registered voluntarily in 
the office, and the space beneath the forecourt in Lincoln’s-inn- 
fields has been utilised for storing the old Middlesex memorials 
under the Middlesex Registration of Deeds Act. This floor also 
gives access across the area which runs around the building, to the 
coal-cellars which, to the number of twenty-two, extend along the 
Serle-street and Portugal-street sides beneath the public footways, 
and will eventually be continued round the west and south sides 
of the structure yet to be erected. It will be seen that the pro- 
vision in this respect is by no means niggardly; but the building 
is very effectually, not to say lavishly, heated. Hot water pipes 
extend their ramifications all over the various floors, as is apparent 
by the clusters of piping in evidence in every corner and at various 

laces in the corridors, and, in addition, each room has its one 

replace at least, and many of them havetwo. Doubtless, however, 
a building of this description needs to be kept well warmed to guard 
— the devastations which might be effected by moth and 
mi é 

In the basement below are two big strong rooms where will be 
kept the copies of the deeds in triplicate which are made in the 
office, and extensive nests of shelves are being erected for their 
accommodation. Other rooms here are to be devoted to the 
storage of papers, where they may be considered to be practically 
safe against fire ; for although the two strong rooms give additional 
security, the whole of the building has been planned and con- 
structed on the most up-to-date fireproof principles. The court or 
well which runs up through the building om been turned to good 
pu here, and, roofed in with glass, it affords a fine room with 
capital light for the examination of papers brought from the neigh- 
bouring storage rooms. The bookbindery for dealing with the 
registers will also be placed on this floor. This is naturally a very 
considerable department of the istry. And, of course, space is 
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found in the basement for the boilers which heat the warming 
apparatus, the engines which furnish electricity for lighting and 
for operating the lifts, and the hundred and one other xecessities 
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inseparable from so large a structure. Some notion of the number 
of rooms may be obtained from the fact that the numbers painted 
on the doors run up to 17, 18, and 19 on each floor, as the case 
may be, and though a few of the rooms have two, or in one or 
two instances three entrances, one may gather that a building with 
so large a staff must be of very considerable extent. 

A noticeable feature of the Registry is the excellent lighting, as 
may be imagined from the number and size of the windows as 
viewed from the exterior, a feature which the style of architecture 
particularly favours. On the side facing Lincoln’s-inn-fields there 
is, of course, a clear unobstructed look out, and the other two sides 
of the building give on open thoroughfares, whilst a spacious central 
well, or court, lined with glazed white bricks on every hand 
effectively lights the rooms which face inwards. The court will be 
repeated in the west wing, so that if a sufficient space is left on 
the further side, there will be nothing to complain of in this 
respect. At present the central part, at all events so far as the 
lower floors are concerned, is somewhat dark and gloomy, as it 
adjoins closely the bare and broken walls left from the buildings 
which have been pulled down to make room for the Registry. 











Reviews. 


The Intermediate Examination 


Tue INTERMEDIATE EXAMINATION DIGEST: CONTAINING ALL THE 
QuEsTiIons SET AT THE INTERMEDIATE EXAMINATIONS OF THE 
Law Society ON STEPHEFN’s COMMENTARIES ON THE LAWS OF 
ENGLAND, WITH ExTRA QUESTIONS ON BooK IV.; AND INTENDED 
AS A REVISION GUIDE TO THAT WoRK. FirrH EDITION. By the 
AuTHorS (ALBERT Gipson and ARTHUR WELDON) and H. 
Gipson Rivineton, M.A. The ‘‘ Law Notes” Publishing Offices. 


This work continues to give the student the advantage of being 
able to test his knowledge by recourse to the questions which have 
been set in the Intermediate Examination, and the editors have in- 
corporated the questions set since the last edition appeared—namely, 
from Hilary, 1901, to Trinity, 1905, inclusive. This would mean « 
considerable increase in the size-of the book, but something is 
gained by the avoidance of duplicate questions, and by the elimination 
of questions which the alterations in the later edition of Stephen's 
Commentaries have rendered obsolete. Apart from this, it appears, 
the present edition contains all the questions set from the time when 
“‘ Stephen ” was first adopted as the subject for the Intermediate 
Examination, and, moreover, hypothetical questions have been added 
on the recently included Bock IV., which has not yet furnished a 
sufficient supply of actual questions. We may suggest that 
hypothetical questions are quite good enough for the purpose, and at 
any rate the student will be glad of the additional help. The 
answers to the questions are clearly and fully expressed, and the 
student who chooses to test himself by this book should feel con- 
fident about his examination. 





Belgian Law. 


A TREATISE ON BELGIAN LAW: CONTAINING A COMPLETE TRANSLA- 
TION OF THE ENTIRE CODE OF COMMERCE AND CODE oF PRroO- 
CEDURE; EXTRACTS FROM THE CIVIL CODE ON THE SUBJECTS OF 
INHERITANCE, SUCCESSION, MARRIAGE ConTRACTS, DIVOROE AND 
JUDICIAL SEPARATION; A TRANSLATION OF SEPARATE LAWS 
RELATING TO PATENTS, LETTRES DE MER (NAVIGATION CERTIFI- 
CATES), AND COMPOSITIONS TO AVOID INSOLVENCY; AND A 
VOCABULARY OF PHRASES AND WORDS USED IN THE CODES AND 
LAWS WHICH HAVE A TECHNICAL MEANING. By Ernest TODD, 
Barrister-at-Law. Butterworth & Co. 


Every ie, aed knows the difficulty in which he is often placed 
through not having at hand the means of ascertaining the law of 
foreign countries. In general it is necessary to have recourse to & 
lawyer familiar with the particular system, but this would be often 
unnecessary if a statement of the foreign law were available, especially 
when the point depends upon a code, or upon the words of a particular 
statute. This assistance Mr. Ernest Todd gives with regard to the 
most useful part of Belgian law. The book opens with a commentary 
on the several branches of the law—on Inheritance and Sucession 
(Chap. VIII.), for instance, and on Bills of Exchange and Promisso 

Notes (Chap. XVI.), and Commercial Companies (Chap. XVII). It 
is interesting to compare the provisions as to partnerships and 
limited companies with those which prevail here. And the chapter 
on the Mercantile Marine (Chap. XIX.) should prove of great value. 
There then follow translations of the Code of Civil Procedure, 
the Commercial Code, and various special laws, with a vocabulary of 
technical phrases. The book will be a very useful addition to the 
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library of lawyers whose clients are concerned in aan business, 
and we hope it may be the forerunner of similar works relating to 


other countries. 





Books of the Week. 


A Compendium of Mercantile Law. By Jonn Witu1Am Smits, 
Barrister-at-Law. Eleventh Edition. By Epwarp Louis pg Hart, 
M.A, LL.B. (Cantab.), and RatpH Inirr Srey, B.A. (Oxon.), 
Barristers-at-Law. In Two Vols. Stevens & Sons (Limited) ; 
Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 








Correspondence. 


The Stamping of Purchase Agreements. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. | 


Sir,—I have read the letter from ‘‘W. & H.” and your article in 
Carrent Topics on this subject. The clause referred to is, as you 
know, more usually contained in conditions of sale by auction. I 
frequently have contracts brought to me by clients, and if I find a 
clause prohibiting requisitions as to the stamping of documents before 
May, 1888, I make it a practice to at once affix a sixpenny adhesive 
stamp, which, I submit, is sufficient. I venture tosay that “‘ W. & H.” 
(if they will allow me to say so) have thrown away £10. I contend 
that a sixpenny adhesive stamp is sufficient so long as it is affixed 
within seven days. If a contract bearing such a stamp had tc be 
put in evidence, I submit that it would be upheld, as it would bear 
the proper duty. 

I quite agree with ‘“‘W. & H.’s” general remarks, but I have thought 
it best to mention my views. X. Y. Z. 

Nov. 4. 

[See observations under head of ‘‘ Current Topics.”—Ep_ S.J.] 





[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—It may be of interest to your correspondents “ W. & H.,” 
and to solicitors generally, to know that as lately as June last this 
subject was brought before the Council of the Law Society at the 
instance of one of the provincial societies, and that the Council in 
reply stated that, so far as they were aware, the adoption of their 
suggestion that these contracts should have an adhesive stamp placed 
upon them before signature had removed the difficulty, and that they 
(the Council) did not think it necessary to re-open the matter. The 
provincial society expressed their surprise and regret at this decision 
of the Council. 

The arbitrary and absurd attitude of the Somerset House authori- 
ties is therefore allowed to remain unquestioned by the society which 
theoretically represents the solicitors of the United Kingdom. 

I fear that, so long as the Council continue in their present practice 
of ignoring, and refusing to interfere in, matters of practical utility 
to the profession, the appeals which are continually made for an 
increase in the membership of the society will, so far as provincial 
solicitors are concerned, meet with very scant success. 

Nov. 7. A Country SoxiciTor. 








At University College, on Thursday, in continuation of his lectures on 
Roman-Dutch law, says the Zimes, Mr. Mackarness dealt with the system 
which prevailed in the Cape and other colonies where that law was in force 
for the acquisition, alienation, and incumbrance of land. A man’s title 
generally originated in a grant from the Government, with diagram 
attached, which was issued in duplicate by the surveyor-general, one title- 
deed being filed by the latter in his office and the other, after passin 
through the hands of the registrar of deeds for registration, being hone 
to the owner. Registration consisted in the insertion by the registrar of 
the owner’s name in one volume of the land register and of the 
property fully described in another. If a man desired to raise 
money on his property he produced his title-deeds before the 
Tegistrar and also a duly executed mortgage bond. The bond was 
saree; in the debt registry and recorded in the land register, the 
title-deeds being indorsed with notice of the mortgage. If the owner 
Wished to sell his land, he executed in duplicate a simple transfer deed 
before the registrar, who signed it, and amended the register by inserting 
the name of the purchaser as the new owner and the fact of the transfer. 
The old title-deeds were surrendered by the vendor, and were handed with 
one of the new transfer deeds to the purchaser and formed his title-deeds. 
The registers were open to the inspection of the public, who could thus 
See at a glance the whole history of the alienation and incumbrance of 
nef property. No title-deeds and no transfer or mortgage of land were 

against third parties unless they were recorded in the deeds regis 
and on the title-deeds of the parties affected. In all the colonies a ante | 
duty upon every transfer was levied, and proved a most efficient tax, 
inasmuch as it brought in a large revenue to the public exchequer 
collected at a trifling cost. The legal expenses were little more than the 


Cases of the Week. 


Court of Appeal. 
ADAMS ». SHADDOCK. No. 1. 1st. Nov. 


Master anp Servant—Emp.oyers’ Lianmrry—Accipent—ComPeEnsaTion 
—Encineerine Work—Tramway, ALTERATION oF —WorkKMEN’s Com- 
PENSATION Act, 1897 (60 & 61 Vicr. c. 37), 8. 7 


Appeal from an award of Judge Lush-Wilson, K.C., under the Work- 
men’s Compensation Act, 1897, sitting at the Plymouth County Court. 
The applicant was the widow of a deceased workman who was in the 
a of a contractor. The employer had entered into a contract 
with a telephone company, which had statutory powers to carry telephone 
wires under the streets, to carry a wire across and under a certain street at 
Devonport. There were two lines of tramway along the street, one up and 
the other down. The contractor’s workmen dug a trench in the street from 
one side up to within about two feet of the down tramway line, and also 
a trench between the up and down tramway lines, and it was proposed to 
made another trench on the far side of the up line to the other side of the 
street. The trenches on each side of the tramway lines were to be con- 
nected with the trench in the space between the up and down lines by 
means of a hole under the tramway lines through which the wire 
was to be . The deceased workman was employed 7“ 
this work, and while enga in making a hole with an iron ber 
under the down tramway line from the trench outside the rails to 
the trench between the up and down lines, he was killed by a 
passing tramcar. The work of the tramway was not stopped or 
interfered with by the work. The applicant claimed compensation upon 
the ground that the deceased man was at the time of the accident 
employed “‘ on or in or about engineering work’’—namely, the alteration 
of a ‘‘railroad’’ (which includes a tramway: Fletcher v. London United 
Tramways Co., 50 W. R. 597; 1902, 2 K. B. 269) within the meaning of 
section 7, sub-section 2, of the Act of 1897. The county court judge held 
that the employ+r was not liable upon the ground that the work was not 
an alteration of the tramway. Putting it at its highest it could only be 
described as an interference with or alteration of the soil on which the 
rails rested. The property of the tramway company was not in any way 
altered by reason of the work. He therefore made an award in favour of 
the employer. The applicant appealed. ; 

Tue Court (Cotiiss, M.R., and Matnew, L.J., Romer, L.J., dissenting) 
allowed the appeal. . : 

Cottums M.R., said that he had formed his opinion with hesitation and 
he felt a difficulty upon the point. The work upon which the deceased 
man was employed at the time of the accident undoubtedly involved an 
alteration of the physical condition of the surface of the roadway between 
the up and down tramway lines. By whomsoever the workman was 
employed, if he was employed on or about the ‘alteration of a tramway, 
the Act applied. His lordship came to the conclusion that the alteration 
of the road between the up and down lines was an alteration of the tram- 
way within the definition of engineering work in section 7, sub-section 2, 
of the Act. It seemed to him that the space between the rails would be 
included in the tramway for the purposes of the Act. That being so, the Act 
applied. 

yo L.J., dissented. He did not see how they could properly differ 
from the finding of the county court judge. It could not be said that, 
because a tramway was laid upon a public road, the whole of the road 
became part of the tramway. Nor would the fact that, under section 
28 of the Tramways Act, 1870, the tramway company were bound to repair 
that part of the road between the up and down lines make that part of 
road so much part of the tramway that any alteration in it would, as a 
matter of law, be an alteration of the tramway. In his opinion, reading 
the words of the Act in their fair and common sense meaning, the digging 
of the trench between the up and down lines could not be called an altera- 
tion of the tramway. The tramway was not, and was not intended to be, 
affected or altered. In his opinion the county court judge’s decision was 
right, and in any case they could not interfere with his finding upon a 
question of fact, as to whether this was an “‘ alteration’ of the tramway, 
where there was ample evidence to support his decision. iyo At 

Marnew, L.J., one with the Master of the Rolls. In his opinion the 
making of the trench between the up and down lines was an alteration of 
the tramway. The whole work, too, involved an interference with and an 
alteration of the soil and ballast upon which the tramway lines rested. If 
the trench was being filled in when the accident happened, in his opinion 
that would have been a repair of the tramway. UNSEL, John Sankey ; 
W. Shakespeare. Souicrtors, H. Dobell, for J. P. Dobelt, Plymouth ; William 
Hurd § Son, for Bond § Pearce, Plymouth. 

[Reported by W. F. Barry, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.] 


GEORGE MURPHY v. JOHN WILLIAM O'DONNELL. No.1. 3rd Nov. 

Masten AND Servanr—Ewptoyers’ Liasmiry—Enorerrine Worx— 
Construction—MecnanicaL Powgr—Worxkmen’s Compsnsation Act (60 
& 61 Vicr. c. 37), 8. 7, suB-sEcTrION 2. 

. Appeal from the decision of the j of the County Court of Leeds. 

The appellant, John William O’Do: , had contracted with Messrs. 

Stocks to supply them with a machine to be delivered and erected on the 


third floor of Messrs. S The machine would be worked 
steam. It was delivered in in cases at the said p 

and the heavier parts were hoisted up by pulleys to the third floor where 
the machine was to be erected, whilst the smaller were taken up 








the lift worked by mechanical power. No mechanical power was requi 
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to erect the machine in situ. The respondent, George Murphy, who 
was in the employ of the appellant, was a skilled mechanic and had 
charge of the work. Whilst he was putting into position some of the 
parts of the machine on the third floor by means of pulleys, one of the 
s slipped and he was injured, necessitating in the resultthe amputation of 
is foot. The county court judge found that he was engaged in engineering 
work within the meaning of the definition in section 7. sub-section 2, of 
the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1897, and was entitled to compensa- 
tion. The definition is ‘* ‘ engineering work’ shall include . "ae 
other work for the construction, alteration, or repair of which machinery 
driven by steam, water, or other mechanical power is used,”” Counsel for 
the appellant argued that the construction of the machine must be the 
erection of it, and for that no mechanical power was required. It was 
impossible to say that the delivery of the parts to the third floor, for 
which alone mechanical power was used, could form any part of the con- 
struction. If no mechanical power was used in the construction, the work 
would not come within the definition. Counsel for the respondent argued 
that the whole work was inseparable. In common parlance it would all 
be called engineering work. In Cosgrove v. Partingtcn (17 T. L. R. 39) the 
contract was to put a new storey on a mill which involved the hoisting up 
of iron girders,.resulting in injury to a workman who was held entitled to 
compensation : see also Rae v. Fraser (36 Sc. L. R. 782). 

Tue Covar (Cotims, M.R., and Romer and Maruew, L.JJ.) allowed 
the appeal. 

Coutrss, M.R., in the course of his judgment, said: The question was 
whether a man employed by a contractor who had undertaken to deliver a 
machine to a particular place, the third floor of certain premises, and there 
erect it, came within the definition of section 7, sub-section 2, of the Work- 
men’s Compensation Act as a person engaged in engineering work. It 
seemed to him that there was no evidence that he was engaged in a work in 
“‘theconstruction of which machinery driven by steam, water, or other power 
was used.’’ The evidence was the other way. The delivery of the parts to 
the third floor was no more engineering work than sending goods by train, 
i.e., steam transit, from Manchester to London. The parts of the contract 
were separate. To deliver was one part, to erect the other. There was 
no evidence that st~am or other mechanical power was used for the pur- 
pose of erection to enable the judge to find that the man was engaged in 
engineering work within the meaning of the Act. The appeal must be 
allowed.—CovunseL, Shepherd; Ruegg, K.C., and Bridgwater. Soxrscrrors, 
William Hurd § Son; Walter & H. EB. Foster, Leeds. 

[Reported by Maurice N. Davcguer, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.] 


MARCHIONESS OF HUNTLY AND ANOTHER v. GASKELL AND 
ANOTHER. No.2. Ist October; Ist Nov. 


Practice — Pieapinc — Emparrasstnc ENDORSEMENT OF 
or Paocess Or THE CovuRT. 


In this case the plaintiffs appealed from a decision of Kekewich, J. 
It appeared that the plaintiffs had commenced an action against 
the trustees of the will of Sir William Cunliffe Brooks, who was 
the father of the Marchioness of Huntly. The writ was indorsed with 
certain paragraphs which the defendants claimed were an abuse of the 

of the court as being in relation to matters which should be 
determined by the Scotch courts. It was held by Kekewich, J., that 
some of the paragraphs must be struck out for the reason that the plain- 
tiffs would not be entitled to relief on them, and others on the ground 
that the English courts could not decide the question, nor, if it were 
decided, could the judgment be here enforced. The plaintiffs appealed. 

Vavonan WiiiraMs, L.J., held that the judgment of Kekewich, J., did 
not go far enough. In his opinion the court below should have struck out 
the whole of the indorsements and have left the plaintiffs to issue a new 
writ in which their claims should be clearly defined, and this would now 
be done, and the judgment of Kekewich, J., affirmed in substance, although 
the form of the remedy would differ. 

Sriniixc, L.J., agreed. Theindorsements complained of were embarras- 


Weir — Anvse 


Cozens-Haxpy, L.J., was of the same opinion. It would not be right 
if the Court of Appeal could not stop what was clearly an abuse of the 
court’s s in the fact of the plaintiffs having put forward claims 
framed deliberately in an embarrassing form, As the writ had not been 
issued bond fide, it was an abuse of process which would not be amended 
by the Court of Appeal. In his opinion the writ should be struck out 
entirely, with liberty to the plaintiffs to issue another writ free from the 
object complained of. Appeal dismissed with coste.—Counsr1, P. 
Ogden Lawrene-, K.C., and Ward Coldridge ; Stewart Smith, K.C., and C. G. 
Church. Sorscrrons, 1. C. Weatherley ; H. G. Church. 

[Reported by Hexny Sreruzs, Esq., Barrister-at-Law,) 


©,* Exxatim.— Wrigley v. Gill (ante, p. 12): In the in 
udgment of Vavonan Wirtuams, L J., A is a Case, rh army B Pa 

is for the mortgagor to prove that the event in which he is to get this 
advantage or right has actually taken place,’ “‘mortgagor’’ should be 
“ee mortgagec.”’ 





High Court—Chancery Division. 
GILBEY +. RUSH. Kekewich, J. 1st and 2nd Nov. 


Serrizo Laxo—Texant vox Livy—Paicira, Maxsion-novex—Leasy— 
Coxsyst ov Tuverevs—Serriey Laxy Act, 1890 (53 & 54 Vict. c. 69), 


s. 10. 


This was an action by the plaintiff, Sir Walter Gilbey, to set aside a 
lease made by a tenant for life under the Settled Land Acts. The facts were 


the Elsenham Hall estate, in the county of Essex, and the Farthinghoe 
Lodge estate, in the county of Northampton, were settled to identical uses, 
At the date of the lease G. A. G. Rush was tenant for life in possession 
under the will of G. W. Rush, but the plaintiff wasin occupation of Elsenham 
Hall under a lease. By a lease dated the 26th of September, 1902, G. W, 
Rush, as tenant for life, demised Farthinghoe Lodge to his wife, the 
defendant, for twenty-one years from the 29th of September, 1902, at the 
yearly rent of £140. This lease was negotiated and drawn up by the 
family estate agent and the son of the family solicitor, who were th; 
trustees of the will for the purposes of the Settled Land Acts, and was 
approved of by them, but neither of them considered Farthinghoe Lodge 
to be the principal mansion-house of the settled land. The plaintiff had 
acquired by purchase the interest of the next tenant for life under the will 
in the Elsenham Hall and Farthinghoe Lodge estates. G. A. G. Rush 
died on the 2nd of November, 1903, without issue. The plaintiff now 
sought to set aside the lease on the ground (1) that it was 
not for the benefit of the estate as a whole and was made. 
in fraud of the power; (2) that Farthinghoe Lodge was the 
principal mansion-house, and that section 10 of the Settled Land Act, 
1890, which enacts that ‘the principal mansion-house on any settled 
land shall not be sold, exchanged, or leased by the tenant for life wii hout 
the consent of the trustees of the settlement or an order of the court,” 
had not been complied with on the ground that the trustees had not given 
their consent. The defendant alleged that the lease was for the benefit of 
the esta‘e, and that if Farthinghoe Lodge was the principal mansion-house 
within the meaning of the Act, which she denied, a sufficient consent had 
been given by the trustees. The following cases were cited: The Dowager 
D whess «f Sutherlind v. The Duke of Sutherland (42 W. R. 12; 1893, 3 Ch. 
169), Bateman v. Davis (3 Maddock 98), Greenham v. Gibbeson (10 Bingham 
363), Pease v. Courtney (53 W. R. 75; 1904, 2 Ch. 503). 


Kexewicn, J., in giving judgment, said that two questions were before 
the court of great interest and importance and of some novelty. His 
lordship could see no impropriety in a life tenant granting such a lease as 
had been granted in this case. The fact that in granting the lease the life 
tenant wished to provide for his wife was not in itself material. The real 
question was whether the lease was such a one as the tenant had power to 
grant. Heretherewasno injury done to the estate, and the lease wasa perfectly 
proper one. On the question whether Farthinghoe Lodge could be considered 
‘* the principal mansion-house on any settled land,’’ his lordship, without 
being prepared to say that there might not be two principal mansion-houses 
on the same settled lands—i.e., on lands held by the same tenant for life 
under the same title, held that in this case Elsenham Hall, and not 
Farthinghoe Lodge, was the principal mansion-house within the meaning 
of the Act. The question of consent, therefore, did not arise, but it 
had been argued, and his lordship thought it only fair to the parties 
that he should express his opinion on it. The consent must be given 
with full responsibility and with full knowledge coming home to 
the trustees that they were trustees for the purpose of the transaction 
in question. But the Act contained no definition of the consent required, 
it need not be in writing, nor need it be communicated to the parties so 
long as it is given. In this case both the trustees had taken an active 
part in the preparation of the lease and thoroughly approved of it. Why 
was not that sufficient? It was suggested that as the trustees did not 
consider Farthinghoe Lodge to be the principal mansion-house, they could 
not give their consent. But the answer to that was that both trustees 
gave their consent to the demise of Farthinghoe Lodge, and so 
long as they did that it was immaterial whether they thought it 
the principal mansion-house or not. His lordship held that the consent 
of the trustees had been given within the meaning of the Act. Judgment 
for the defendant with costs.—CounseL, Stewart Smith, K O., and Wace; 
Lawrence, K.C,, and Pollock. Soutcrrors, Baileys, Shaw, § Gillett; 
Granville Smith, Coleman, Betts, § Co. 


[Reported by H. Wotcorr Wanrxer, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 


Re SIR H. M. STANLEY. TENNANT». STANLEY. Buckley, J. 3rd Nov. 


Wut—Investment Cravse —“‘ Any Corporation on Oompany, Municrpal, 
CommerciAL, on Ornerwisze’’—Company ForMep ok ReGISTERED IN THE 
Unrrep Kinopom, put CaRgRyYING on Businkss AproAbD—Company Formed 
on Reoisterep ABROAD. 


Summons. By his will dated the 29th of November, 1899, Sir Henry 
Morton Stanley gave his residuary real and personal estate to his trustees 
upon the usual trusts for conversion and directed that the proceeds of such 
conversion should be invested in the trustees’ names ‘‘in or upon any of 
the Parliamentary stocks or public fundsor in Government securities of 
Great Britain or India’ or any British colony or dependency or any 
foreign country or state, or upon freehold, copyhold, leasehold, or chattels 
real securities in Great Britain but not in Ireland (such leasehold and 
chattel real securities to be upon hereditaments held for a term of which 
not less than fifty years should be unexpired at the date of investment), 
or on life interests in real or personal property together with a policy or 
policies on the life on which the property is held, or in the capital stock 
of the Bank of England or in stocks, funds, and securities not payable 
to bearer of any corporation or company, municipal, commercial or other- 
wise, or in any annuity whether permanent or terminable and whether 
now existing or hereafter to be created, the payment of which is charged 
on the revenues of India, or in any other mode of investment for the time 
being anthorized by English law for the investment of trust funds,’ This 
summons asked (inter alia) whether under the words “ in the stocks, funds, 
and securities not payable to bearer of any corporation or company, muni- 
cipal, commercial, or otherwise,’ the trustees were authorized to invest 





shortly as #: By the will dated the 22nd of June, 1854, of G. W. Rush 


the trust funds in the securities not payable to bearer of (a) any corpora- 
tion or company formed or registered in the United Kingdom, but carrying 
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on business abroad, or (4) any corporation or com) 
tered outside the United Kingdom. Counsel ci 
1. 352). 

hear, J., in giving judgment, said: It was not, and, indeed, I do 
not think it could be, seriously contended that a company formed or regis- 
tered in the United Kingdom is outside the clause because it carries on 
its business abroad. The second question is more difficult. The expres- 
sion “‘ company ”’ has no strict technical meaning, but includes any un- 
incorporated association of persons so numerous as not to be fittingly 
described asa firm. There is no express limitation of the clause to com- 

ies formed or registered in the United Kingdom, and I do not see how 
Fesald say that the New York Railway Co. was not a ‘‘ company ”’ or that 
the debentures of a Canadian Railway Co. were not the securities of a 
commercial company. Nor do I think that, reading the whole clause, 
there is any sufficient context to restrict the meaning of the clause to com- 
panies formed or registered in the United Kingdom. Accordingly the 
trustees may invest in the securities of a company not formed or registared 
in the United Kingdom.—Counset, G. R. Northcote ; R. J. Parker ; W. E. 
Hollams. Soricrrors, Trower, Still, Freeling § Parkin. 

[Reported by T. Paxeynam Law, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.] 


Re HAMSHAW (DECEASED). HAMSHAW AND ANOTHER v. STEAD 
AND ANOTHER. Warrington, J. Ist Nov. 





y formed or regis- 
Re Castlehow (1903, 1 


Wit —Investment Criavuse—INvestMeNntT 
Srock —Lranrtity or Trusrers ror DepRectaTioN—-WAKEFIELD OorPoRa- 
mion Act, 1887 (50 & 51 Vicr. c. 71), s. 105. 

The question in this action was whether the trustees under a will were 
liable to make good the loss accruing to the trust estate by reason of the 
alleged wrongful investment of portion of the trust funds in Wakefield 
Coporation Stock. By his will dated the 9th of October, 1885, the testator, 
Joseph Hamshaw (subject to certain specific gifts), bequeathed his personal 
estate to his trustees upon trust to get in, collect, and convert into ready 
money such part thereof as should not consist of money, and after 
payment thereout of the testator’s just debts and funeral and testamentary 
expenses to invest the residue, inter alia, ‘‘ upon mortgage debentures or the 
preference or guaranteed shares, or the stocks or securities of any public 
company incorporated by special Act of Parliament and paying dividends 
to their shareholders, or upon the mortgages or bonds of any municipal cor- 
poration,”’ with power from time to time to vary such securities for others of 
alike nature, and with power also to retain or change as they should think 
fit any securities held by the testator at the time of his death, and to hold 
the fund so invested upon the trusts in the will contained. The testator 
died in 1887, part of his personal estate at that date consisting of the 
sum of £939 10s. 3§d. 34 per cent. Wakefield Corporation Stock. In 
November, 1887, the trustees and executors appointed by the will 
(being the defendant Stead and one Oliver Spurr) invested the 
sum of £400 in the purchase of £400 Wakefield Corporation Stock, and 
subsequently in November, 1892, a sum of £76 16s. in the purchase of £80 
of similar stock. In the year 1893 the £939 10s. 3$d. 3} per cent. 
Wakefield Corporation Stock was redeemed by the corporation, and the 
proceeds of such redemption applied by the trustees in the purchase of 
£940 Wakefield Corporation Stock ; in the following year a further sum 
of £1,600 was applied in the purchase of £1,600 similar stock, bringing the 
total amount of such stock purchased and held by the trustees to the 
sum of £3,020. In the year 1902 Oliver Spurr, one of the trustees 
appointed by the will, died, and the defendant George Firth Nurse 
was appointed trustee in his place by an irfffenture dated the 
lith of November, 1903. On the 5th of March, 1905, the various 
sums of Wakefield Corporation Stock held by the trustees were sold, and 
the proceeds of the sale resulted in a loss to the trust estate amounting to 
the sum of £375 13s, Section 105 (1) of the Wakefield Corporation Act, 
1887, provided that ‘‘ trustees . . . being authorized to invest money 
in the mortgages, debentures, or debenture stock of any railway or other 
company, shall, unless the contrary is provided by the instrument 
authorizing the investment, have the same power of investing that 
money in corporation stock . . as they have of inves it 
in the mortgages, debentures, or debenture stock us aforesaid.” e 
plaintiffs (two of the beneficiaries under the will) brought this action 
claiming that the defendants, or in any case the defendant Stead, were 
Hable to make good the sum of £375 13s. to the trust estate, Wakefield 
paporation Stock not being an investment authorized by the will of the 
estator, 

The plaintiffs contended that the word any in section 105 of the 
Wakefield Corporation Act, 1887, denoted universality, whereas by the 
terms of the will the trustees were limited to a special class of companies 
for purposes of investment—viz., such as were incorporated by special Act 
and paid dividends to their shareholders, In this case, therefore, Wake- 
field Corporation Stock was not an investment authorized by section 105, 
hor was it an investment authorized by the will. The defendants were not 
called upon. 

Warrinoron, J.—The question in this case is whether the first 
defendant is liable for the loss accruing through the investments in 
Wakefield Corporation Stock, and whether the second defendant is liable 
for the loss accruing through the retention of those investments, One 
question which arises is whether Wakefield Corporation Stock comes within 
the words of the will, ‘‘ mortgages or bonds of ~ municipal yg 
That point I shall not attempt to determine. It is also that the 
— of investment given by section 105 does not in this case apply 

use of the provisions made by the .will as to investment. It seems to 
me to read the words of the power 

It is one of those cases turning 

ble to give reasons 

on Stock is in 


me as though the plaintiffs are askin 
&8 expressed in the will into section 105. 
Upon the meaning of words in which it is almost im 
for the view arrived at. In my opinion Wakefield 





IN WAKEFIELD CoRporRaTION' 





this case an investment within the powers conferred by section 105 of the 
Wakefield Corporation Act, 1887. There will, therefore, be judgment for 
the defendants with costs.—CounseL, TZerrell, K.C., and Juseph Gatey ; 
Rowden, K.C., and W. H. Cozens Hardy. Soxicrrors, Hamlins, Grammer, 
§ Hamlins, for Harland § Ingham, Leeds; Clements, Williams, § Co., for 
Mander & Co., Wakefield. : 

[Reported by E. Wave. Ripess, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. } 





High Court of Justice—King’s Bench Division. 
MORLEY AND ANOTHER v. BEVINGTON Div. Court. 6th Nov. 


Pracrice- Counry Court—Inrertocurory PRocerpincs—CeErrTiricaTE POR 
Counset’s Fres—Omission ro Ask Costs or Jupge—Goop Cavse— 
Liszrty tro Appty—County Court Ruues, XII. 11; LIII. 7. 


Appeal from the decision of the judge of Edmonton County Oourt 
on @ point of practice. The plaintiffs claimed the sum of £43 lis. 
for royalties due to the Ist of January, 1905, for an account, and 
for a declaration. The defendant claimed to set off a sum of £119. 
Judgment was entered for the defendant in the plaintiff’s claim 
for £43 15s., and for the plaintiffs for their claim to an account and 
declaration, and it was ordered that the defendant should pay the 
plaintiffs’ costs of and incidental to the non-filing of the defendant's 
affidavit of documents, and of and incidental to the plaintiffs’ application 
for a further and better discovery of documents than appears by the 
affidavit of documents filed on behalf of the defendant. Except as 
before stated each party to pay his own costs with liberty to apply. 
Subsequently an application was made under the above order 
that the costs a ed under such order to the plaintiffs be taxed 
under Scale ©, and also for a certificate that the two applications 
to the court as to obtaining an affidavit of documents by the defendant 
were fit for counsel. The application for counsel’s fee was refused by the 
judge, as the application should have been made at the trial under ord. 
12, r. 11, and that the “omission to ask’’ was not sufficient ‘‘ good 
cause ’’ under ord. 53, r. 7, of theiCounty Court Rules, which is as follows : 
‘« The order of the judge required for the allowance of any of the following 
items in the scale—viz., items 3, 31, 70, 86, 91, 92, 93, 94, 95, or for 
allowance of any particular costs under any of the County Court Rules shall 
be a special order made upon the —— facts of the case, and not a 
general order ; and the application for such allowance or for any certifi- 
cate under section 119 of the Act shall be made at or immediately after 
the trial or hearing; and if not so made shall not afterwards 
be entertained unless the judge for good cause otherwise orders.” 
If the application had been made at the trial the judge 
would have allowed counsel's fee. Counsel for the appellant argued that, 
having obtained a judgment with ‘‘leave to apply,’’ he was entitled to 
apply for the certificate upon such a judgment, and ord. 53, r. 7, in such 
a case did not apply (Harris v. Hilleard, 20 L. T, 216). Under ord. 53, r. 
7, however, there was “ cause ’’—namely, that, having omitted to 
ask for the certificate at the trial, he had in fact seized the earliest oppor- 
tunity to make the application, whereby he had saved the judge the 
inconvenience of re-hearing the case $ 

Tue Covar (Lord Atverstong, C.J., and Wits and Daruine, JJ.) dis- 
missed the appeal. Sir ; 

Lord Atversrons, C.J., in the course of his judgment, said: We 
cannot help feeling sympathy with counsel over what was a mere slip ; but it 
seems to me we would go a great deal too far if we overruled the county 
court judge’s discretion in this case. The judge says if he had been 
asked at the proper time he would have given the certificate. But mere 
delay cannot be sufficient cause for entertaining the application. [His 
lordship read the rule.] It seems to me that there is here nothing u 
which the county court j could be asked to say, or that we could be 
asked to say, there was e tion. The point 


cause to entertain the applica 
that there was liberty to a) under the a. would clearly not do. 
It cannot be used to nullify 


omission to do that without 
which the rule specifically directs the matter shall not be entertained. 


However hard it may be, the 
CounsgL, Short; J. 4. Symmons, crrors, Westmasott; C. R. ¢ F. H. 


Stevens. 
[Reported by Mavaror N. Davcgusr, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.] 


KIRBY AND ANOTHER v. BARBER Div. Court. 7th Nov. 


Registration or Execrors—PartraMentaky AND Local GovVERNMENT 
Exzcrors—Occurrsrs—Ciam sy Jorvr Lessess oF PREMISES OF THE 
Yearry Vauve or £20—areraker on Prewisas wits Services Vors— 
Insurricrency or Paewisss To Suprort Taree Vorss—ReErreseNxtation 
or THE Propte Acts, 1867 (30 & 31 Vier. c. 102), 8, 27; anp 1884 (48 


Vicr. c. 3), 8. 5. 
barrister for the Petersfield 


A from the decision of the re 
Divisbon of Hampshire. The case stated that H. J. A. Kirby and J. ©. 


Warner duly claimed to be inserted in the Occupiers’ List (Division I. 
of the Parliamentary and Local Government electors for the parish < 
Bishop’s Waltham in respect of their joint occu of certain offices in 
St. *s-square, Bishop's Waltham. The claimants carry on in part- 
nership the business of solicitors, under the style of C, Warner & Kirby, at 
Winchester and Bishop's Waltham at the above premises which they 
under a lease at a rental of £20 a year. With the exception of three rooms 
the house is ocoupied by them for their business, but these three rooms 
were ocoupied by one William Gamblin and his wife, Mrs. Gamblin 
employed and paid to act as caretaker, The name of William Gam 
stands upon the oocupters’ list, Division II., and no objection was made to 
it so remaining. The claim was opposed on the ground that the claimants 
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could not be placed upon the list so long as William Gamblin remained 
upon the list as qualified to vote, and the effect of doing so would be to 
put three voters on the register in respect of the occupation of premises of 
the clear yearly value of £20 and no more, contr to the provisions of 
section 27 of 30 & 31 Vict. c. 102 as read with section 5 of 48 Vict. c. 3. The 
revising barrister held that the objection was valid. The claimants appealed. 
It was submitted for the claimants that granting Gamlin was on the list 
rightly or wrongly, that was no reason why the claimants should not be 
put on the list too. The presence of his name on the list could not 
detract from the appellants’ right, because he was on the list ether as a 
service voter or he ought not to be on the list at all. For the respondent 
it was contended that Gamblin occupied as a tenant, although not so found 
in terms by the revising barrister, and that his interest as such must be 
deducted from the value of the premises. At whatever figure that interest 
was put at it would leave the value of the claimants’ joint occupation less 
than £20, and as both partners claimed their interest in the premises would 
be less than the minimum of £10 each. 

Tue Covrr (Lord Atverstonz, C.J., and Witts and Darurne, JJ.) dis- 
missed the appeal, 

Daxune, J., pointing out that the case was decided on its particular 
facts. They were not asked to decide whether a claim by one of the 
partners in the circumstances would have been valid.—Counsex, Lister 
Drummond; F. F. Daldy. Soutcrrors, Rawle, Johnson, § Co., for A. F. M. 
Downie, Alton, Hants ; Gibson § Weldon, for P. C. Burley, Petersfield. 

[Reported by Exsxixz Reip, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 


SMAILES & SON vr. HANS DRESSEN & CO. Channell, J. 
Breaca or CHARTER-PARTY. 


The plaintiffs’ claim was for a declaration that they were entitled toa 
sum of £160 psid to the Barry Railway Co. and for payment to them of 
that sum, and for £140 damages breach of the charter-party. A cargo of 
timber was carried from Jakobstad to Barry. The defendants were taken 
to be the indorsees of the bill of lading relating thereto. On the 26th of 
June the vessel arrived. Notice to berth was not given until the 4th of 
July. The discharge commenced on the 5th of July to the Barry Railway 
Co., as agents for the shipper’s agent. Freight was not paid, and the 
discharge was stopped on the 7th of July. On the Sth of July the defend- 
ants were appointed agents of the shipper. The freight remained unpaid 
and the plaintiffs kept the timber on the vessel until the 13th of 
July, when under the powers of sections 493 and 494 of the Merchant 
Shipping Act, 1894, the plaintiffs commenced landing the timber and 
mpm it in the custody of the Barry Railway Co., with notice of lien. 

there had been no delay the discharge could have been completed on the 
13th of July, but in the events which happened it was not completed till 
the 21st of July. The defendants paid £160 (£20 per diem demurrage for 
eight days) to the Barry Railway Co. and received the timber. The bill of 
lading provided that the timber was to be delivered at Barry, the con- 
signees to pay freight and all other conditions as per charter-party. The 
charter-party provided that the cargo should be received from the vessel 
in the manner and at the rate customary at the port during customary 
working hours, and if the vessel was further detained through 
the faslt of the charterers, ten days on demurrage over and 
above the laying days were to be paid for at the rate of £20 
_ diem. Owners to have absolute lien on cargo for freight. 

e defendants contended that the plaintiffs should have landed the 
timber under the powers of the Merchant Shipping Act, 1894, s. 493, 
subject to a lien, and not to have used the ship as a warehouse. The 
plaintiffs contended that they were not entitled to land the timber on the 
ith of July subject to a lien under the provisions of the Merchant Shipping 
Act, 1894, and that, under the circumstances, they had acted od eer: yin 
keeping the goods on board. 

Cuasxcit, J., held that the plaintiffs were not in a ition, on the 7th 
of July, to exercise the powers granted by the Merchant Shipping Act, 
1895, 8.493. A shipowner could not land goods subject to a lien under 
that Act until a time so near the demurrage days that it would be imprac- 
ticable for the delivery to be taken in time. On the 7th of July the owner 

the goods had not committed a default, as he had time in which to take 
goods. Judgment for the plaintiffs: £160, the declaration asked for, 

40 damages.—Covnse, Serutton, K.C., Adair Roche,and H. L. Tebb; 
, K.C., and Baithache. Sorscrrous, Botterell & Roche ; Trinder, Capron, 


2nd Nov. 


Hee 


= 


C 


® 


[Reported by W. T. Toetox, Faq., Barrister-at-Law.]} 





Solicitors’ Cases. 


Solicitors Ordered to be Struck Off the Rolls. 
Nov, 6.—Hanny Scorr, 8, Breams-buildings, Chancery-lane, W.C. 
Nov. 6.—Tnourss Pauxen Oxwm, Hamilton-road, Longsight, Man- 
Nov. 8.—Guonor Jason Patsirs, Bt. Giles-street, Northampton. 
Solicitor Ordered to be Suspended. 


Nov. 6.—Wius1s" Gronon Davies, of Wellington-road and Blackheath- 
road, Suspended for six months. 








Mr. Justice Backley announced on Thursday in last week that he would 
reece Pmenct amp og me the names of which he did not yet 
know, from the A Mr, Justice Hwinten Wady, but that th 
wth be taken belore the 1th inst, és Pee ee 





Law Societies. 


Law Association. 


The usual monthly meeting of the directors was held at the Law 
Society’s Hall on Thursday, the 2nd inst., Mr. T. H. Gardiner in the chair, 
The others directors present were Mr. T. Dolling Bolton, M.P., Mr. 8. J, 
Daw, Mr. H. C. Nisbet, Mr. R. H. Peacock, Mr. J. Vallance, Mr. Mark 
Waters, and Mr. W. M. Woodhouse, with the secretary, Mr. E. E. Barron, 
A sum of £50 was voted for the relief of London solicitors’ widows, and 
other general business transacted. 





Sclicitors’ Benevolent Association. 


The usual monthly meeting of the board of directors of this association 
was held at the Law Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane, on the 8th inst., Mr, 
Henry A. Peake (Sleaford) in the chair, the other directors present being Sir 
George Lewis, Bart., and Messrs. Alfred Davenport, W. Dowson, R. Ellett 
(Cirencester), W. H. Gray, J. Roger B. Gregory, W. G. King, C. G, 
May, R. Pennington, J.P., W. Arthur Sharpe, R.S. Taylor, Maurice A, 
Tweedie, and J, T. Scott (secretary). A sum of £950 was distributed in 
grants of relief, ninety-three new members were admitted to the aesocia- 
tion, and other general business transacted. 





Law Students’ Journal. 


The Law Society. 
SCHOLARSHIPS EXAMINATION, 1905. 


After written and oral examination, and consideration of the candidates’ 
testimonials and references, the Council have awarded the following 
scholarships, value £50 per annum each and tenable for three years, on 
condition that the holder proceeds to pursue, under proper supervision, 4 
course of legal studies approved by the Council : 

Crass A. 


(Candidates under nineteen years of age not yet articled.) 
Mr. Thomas Armitage Hewitt, of Mill Hill School. 


Crass B. 
(Graduates of any age not yet articled ) 
No scholarships awarded. 
Crass C. 


(Articled clerks of not more than two years’ standing.) : 

Mr. George Gavan Duffy, educated at Stonyhurst College, and articled 
with Mr. H. T. Birks, of London. é 

Mr. Ivor Evans, B.A., educated at, Shrewsbury School, and at University 
College, Oxford, articled with Mr. Evan Evans, of Aberystwyth. 

Mr. Alfred Denys Strickland Rogers, LL.B., educaied at the Royal 
Masonic School, Bushey, and at St. Catharine’s College, Cambridge, 
articled with Mr. Francis W. Darch, of London. 

An extra scholarship in this class is awarded to Mr. Bernard Albert 
Schooling, educated at University School, Stroud Green, and articled with 
Mr. William Gamble, of London. 

Crass D. 
(Articled clerks of not more than four years’ standing.) 

Mr. Frank Bentham Stevens, B.A., LL.B., educated at the Leys School, 
and Christ’s College, Cambridge, articled with Mr. William Stevens, of 
Brighton. 

‘Mr. Frederick Augustus Carlton Smith, educated at the City of London 
School, and articled with Mr. W. G. Snowden Gard, of London. 

Mr. Leonard Stanistreet Holmes, LL.B., educated at Liverpool College 
and the University of Liverpool, and articled with Mr. A. A. Miller, of 
Liverpool. 





Council of Legal Education. 


The follo are the awards of the council upon the Michaelmas 
examination held in Gray’s-inn Hall on the 10th, 11th, 12th, and 13th of 
October. L,I. means Lincoln’s-inn, 1.T. Inner Temple, M.T,. Middle 
Temple, and G.I. Gray’s-inn :— 


Roman Law. 


Class 1.—G. W. H. Jones, G.I; J. H. Kemp, L.I.; Nripendra N. 
Sircar, L.I. 

Class II1.—E. V. Bacon, 1.T.; F, E. Bradshaw, M.T.; J, A. Cherry, 
G.L ; N. Cockshutt, 1.T.; N.de L. Davis, M.'T.; Rraboth 0, Dé, G.L; 
A. ©. Fox-Davies, L.I.; H. M. Green, G.I.; T. R. Harker, M.T.; 
J. Johnston, L.I.; P. L. Quillet, M.T.; L. W. Ritch, L.I.; R. M. 
Sebag-Montefiore, 1.T.; A. Taylor, M.T.; G. H. Walker, L.1.; R. W. H. 
Wilkinson, J.T. 

Clase I11,—C. T. Agar, L.I.; Shaikh M. Ahmad, MT. ; P. B. Austin, 
L.I.; C. L. Bennett, LT.; ©. P. Blackwell, L.T.; P.M. Oarleton, G.I. ; 
Fakir Chand, L.I.; Toon Chin, M.T.; J, R. Coombes, M.7T.; OC. B. 
Cooper, G.I.; J. A. Copland, M.T.; G, H. Corringham, L.1, ; Dewan 5. 
Dass, LT.; A. Davis, M.T.; ©. 0. Deans, L.1.; KE. BE. Dent, LL; 
Bubert CO, de Sanges, G.I. ; ¥. Duke, G.1.; 'F, W. Dunn, G1; RB. 0, 
Dunn-Gardner, LT. ; Promothonath Dutt M.T.; G. M. FitzGerald, LT.; 
B, ¥F, Fletcher, 1.17.; ©. G. E, Fletcher, G.I.; ©. J. D, Freeth, 
M.T,.; Rokuniosuke Hamaguchi, M.T,; J. B. Johnson, I'T,; J. B 
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Kenyon, I.T.; Parmeshwar Lall, M.T.; W.H. P. Lewis, L.T.; N.C. 
M. MacMahon, I.T.; A. E. Milne,G.JI.; R. J.J. Modi, M.T. ; Kesar L. 
Mukerjee, M.T. ; J. M. Myers, I.T.; the Hon, A. E. A. Napier, L.T. ; R. D. 
Nolan, 1.T.; T. A. Pace, L.I. ; Rahimtulla K. Pirbhai, L.I.; J. M. Pollen, 
M.T.; J. Poyser, M.T., G. W. Profeit, L.I.; Shaikh A. Quadir, L.L. ; 
G. C. Rees, M.T.; Rajaratnam V. Rhenius, M.T.; B. Richmond, M.T. ; 
W. Saise, G.I.; J. Shaw, M.T.; E. W. Shepperson, G.I.; 8. T. Srini- 
vasagam, 1.T.; W. Taylor, G.I.; R. J. L. Tindall, M.T. ; Lord Tiverton, 
LT.; T. F. Tremearne, L.I. ; L. Tyfield, I.T.; D. A. L. Ulecq, M.T. ; 
P, Walton, L.I.; H. M. Wise, M.T. 

The number examined was 108, of whom 77 passed. One candidate was 
“postponed ’’ until the Trinity examination, 1906. 


ConsTITUTIONAL Law (EnGtisnH AND CoLonrAL) AND LeGau History. 


Class I.—G. W. H. Jones, G.I. 

Class 1I.—T. R. Harker, M.T.; F. C. J. C. Jenkin, G.I. ; R. W. Leach, 
G.1.; E. S. Montagu, I.T.; Myle G. Naidu, M.T.; H. V. Phillips, L.T. ; 
P. Wicks, M.T. 

Class III.—J. Agnew, I.T.; N. N. Anklesaria, G.I.; Syed M. Askeri, 
G.1.; M. M. Bakht, L.I.; V. G. Bapat, M.T,; J. T. Barry, I.T.; Maung 
Ba Thein, L.I.; K. C. Berrington, L I. ; Kundanmal A. Bhojwani, M.T. ; 
0, T. Blakeway, I.T.; Debendra N. Bonarjee, L.I.; A. de B. Brandon, 
M.T.; S. M. Bruce, M.T.; E. H. H Carlile, I.T.; Fakir Chand, L.L.; 
M P. Choudhuri, L I.; A. R. Churchill, 1.T. ; N. Cockshutt, I.T.; O. H. 
Cooke, I.T.; E. R. Crundall, I.T.; L. G. Dibdin, L.L.; G. M. Dodwell, 
L.T.; A.H Douglas, M.T.; P. Dutt, M.T.; C. L. Fawell, L.I.; B. C. 
Ferrers, 1.T.; A. H. Forbes, M.T,; A. C. Fox-Davies, L.I.; T. H. Fry, 
G.I; F. B. Galer, I.T.; R. J. T. Gibson, 1.T.; G. V. Godfrey, L.1. ; 
R. 8. Graham, M.T.; H. J. Grisewood, I.T,; F. A. Hayley, M.T. ; 
A. 0. Hershensohn, M.T.; J. A.C. Highmore, I.T. ; @. W. Hornsby, L I.; 
E. I. J. Hyam, M.T.; J. T. Jenkins, G.I.; Mir A. Khan, L.I.; P. 
Lloyd-Greame, I.T.; E. Lunge, G.I.; Hem U. Majumdar, G.I.; P. R. 
Naidu, G.I.; W. F. Noyce, LI.; Moung B. Oung, M.T.; 8. Packer, 
M.T.; Peshotan D. 8. Patel, M.T.; A. 8. Preston, I.T.; Ram Rattau, 
G.I. ; G. C. Rees, M.T. ; Rajaratnam V.Rhenius, M.T.; W. H. Riley- 
Pearson, G.I.; W. J. Sanderson,I .T.; Kaikobad E. J. Sanjana, G.1. ; 
J.0. H. Seale, I.T.; A. G. T. Settle, M.T. ; N. N. Sircar, L.I. ; E. Smith, 
M.T.; C. G. R. Solomon, I.T.; J. T. Stephens, I.T.; C. L. R. Thomas, 
MT.; F. C. Thompson, M.T. ; J. B. Thompson, M.T.; Lord Tiverton, 
LT. ; J. Tootell, L.I.; F. H. Toyne, L.T.; R. F. Truscott, L.T.; P. 
Walton, L.I.; W. D. Ward, 1.T.; R. E. Willcocks, M.T.; E. T. 
Woodhead,-I.T.; W. F. Wright, M.T. ; M. Young, L.I. 

The number of candidates examined was 124, of whom 83 passed. Three 
candidates were ‘‘ postponed ’’ until the Easter examination, 1906. 

The special prize of £50 was not awarded. The prize would have been 
awarded to Mr. G. W. H. Jones had he not been disqualified by age. 


Eyrpence, Procepurr, AND Craimmnat Law. 


Class I.—W. L. Blease, L.I.; G. F. Curter, G.I.; W. ©. Cleveland- 
Stevens, L.I.; T. R. Hurker, M.T.; J. H. Kemp, L.I.; R. M. Lowe, 
L.I.; Satya P. Mitra, G.I.; R. Peach, G.I.; W. ap H. Thomas, M.T. 

Class If.—J. Agnew, I.T.; E. B. Amphlett, I T.; J.C. P. Borrajo, 
G.I.; H. Clover, IL.T.; N. Cockshutt, 1.T.; C. Cozens-Smith, M.'I. ; 
G. M. Dodwell, I.T. ; P. Dutt, M.T.; C. L. Fawell, L.I.; P. H. Hanson, 
M.T.; G. T. W. Hayes, M.T.; F. A. Hayley, M.T.; A. OC. Hershensohn, 
M.T.; T. Jameson, G.I.; R. E. Laurie, M.T. ; H, G. Mackewitan, I.T. ; 
A. 8. Preston, I.T.; G. C. Rees, M.T.; R. M D. Reid, I.T.; G. 8S. C. 
Rentoul, G.I. ; W. Saise, G.I. ; J. E. Salmon, G.I.; Mr N. Sircar, L.I. ; 
W. W. Szlumper, L.I.; W. H. Taylor, M.T.; A. K. & B. Terrell, L.L. ; 
R. V. Vernon, I.T.; O. R. Walker, M.T. 

Class 11J.—Morounfolu Abayomi, M.T.; N. N. Anklesaria, G.I. ; 
Jnanendra C. Bagchi, G.I.; W. H. D. Bell, M.T.; K. CO. Berrington, 
L.I.; W. J. Bowker, L.J.; G. N. Brabner, M.T.; A. de B. Brandon, 
M.T.; W. R. Briggs, M.T.; J. O, Buchanan, L.I.; A. R. Churchill, 
LT.; 0. J. F. Cobbold, I.T.; W. L. F. Davies, L.T.; Mian M. Din, 
G.I; J. E. Eminsang, L.I.; B. C. Ferrers, L.T.; J. Goddard, M.T. ; 
A. J. 8. Hamilton, L.I.; H. C, Harbord, 1.T.; A. R. Henry, I.T. ; 
J. A.C. Highmore, I.T.; Q. T. Husain, M.T.; Ahmed Kareem, L.I. ; 
Abdul K. Khan, M.T.; J. C. P. Kinsman, L.I.; A. H. L. Leach, G.I ; 
E, EK. Leader, I1.T.; P. Lloyd-Greame, I.'T. ; 9 K. Majumdar, G.I. ; 
A, Mangena, L.I.; E. F. W. Moseley, M.T.; P. R. Naidu, G.I.; 8, 
Ndubuisei- Lewis, 1.T.; J. M. Crmond, I.T.; G. P. Pillai, M.i.; Shaikh 
A. Quadir, L.I,; M. K. Rahman, M.T.; J. G. H. Randies, I.T.; Ram 
Rattan, G.I.; Kaikobad E. J. Sanjana, G.I.; Dalip 8. Sharma, G.L. ; 
Profullo ©, Sinha, M.T.; M. V. Smith, M.T.; N. H. Smith, I.T.; G. A. 
Stonier, G.T.; A. 8S. van Hees, I.T.; J. G. V. van Soelen, M.T.; E. A. 8. 
Wagner, I.T.; P. Walton, L.I.; A. F. Wilding, 1.T,; J. G. Willis, 
M.T.; E, T, Woodhead, I.T.; B. W. Worthington, I.T. 

The number of candidates examined was 105, of whom 90 

The special prize of £50 was awarded to Mr. W. 
Lincoln’s-inn, 


. Blease, of 


FINAL. 

Class I.—Ceritficates of Honour.—Changatharail G. Idichandy, M.T., 
and G, H. Mould, G.I, mq. 

Class II.—In Order of Merit,—T. R. Harker, M T.; A. 8S. Ward, L,I. ; 
M. H. W. Hayward, L.1,; F. Buckley, @.I.; A. H, Woolf, LT.; T. P. 
Young, I.T. ; H. P. Duval, L.1.; A. 8. Preston, I.T.; H. D. J. Boden- 
stein, M.'T,; Dhirajlal Keshavlal Thakor, L.I.; A, Cross, LT. ; 0, H. Y. 
Slader, G.I. ; Sailendra N, Banerjee, G.I; W. F. L. Braidwood, M.T, ; 
A. L, Oartar, G.I; ©, BE, Brackenbury, M.T.; V. M, Fernando, I.T., 
and F, Holland, I.'T., mq.; G. 0, Rees, M.T.; R. Peach, @.1.; A. H. L. 
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Class III. (in alphabetical order).—N. P. Adame, I.T.; J. E. P, Allen, 
LT. ; W. E. Bousfield, L.T.; A. % * AP B. Sag ar Lae 


L. P. Clay, I.T.; J. T. N. Cole, M.T.; Charu C. 
M.T.; H.H. 8. Davies, G.I.; O. J. H. Davis, G.I.; C. T. Flower, 
; N. S. Fouquereaux, M.T.; T. H. Fry, G.I.; G. Le M. Grucby, 
I.T.; J. G. Henriques, 1.T. ; R. D. Hodgson, L.T. ; 
.., H. F. King, M.T.; W. R. Levy, L.£.; O. 8. 
. H. H. ey, M.T.; J. W. Orr, I.T. ; Sada- 
M. B. Parker, I1.T.; C. G. Pearson, I.T.; P. A. 
. F. P. Philipson-Stow, I.T.; Ramanathan Rajendran, 
Ray, I.T.; A. H. Rix, G.I.; M. 8S. Saldanha, LT.; 
.I.; J. B. Sharpe, L.I.; F. Shaw, 1.T.; R. A. P. 
.I.; G. ten Bosch, [.T.; 8. G. Turner, M.T.; J. G. V. van 
Soelen, M.T.; O. R. Walker, M.T.; E. P. Walsh, G.I. ; E. A. Winder, 
G.1.; A. E. 8S. Wynell-Mayow, M.T. 
The number of candidates examined was 89, of whom 72 passed. One 
candidate was ‘‘ postponed ”’ until the Easter examination, 1906. 
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Law Students’ Societies. 


Law Srupents’ Dexatinc Socrery.—Nov. 7.—The —— for discussion 
was: ‘‘ That the House of Lords by its rejection of the Tramways Bill has 
shewn once more that its actions do not have behind them the support of 
public opinion.”’ Mr. E. B. Ames opened in the affirmative ; Mr. Neville 
Tebbutt opened in the negative. The following members also spoke: 
Messrs. Cornock, Blackwell, Oates, H. M. Myers, H. H. Kain, T. Harston, 
Birch, McNavie, William Weller, and Newman. ‘The motion was lost by 


three votes. 


Colonial Stock Act, tgoo. 
(63 & 64 Vict. c. 62.) 
List or Srocks unpER Section 2. 
The provisions of the Colonial Stock Act, 1900, have been complied with 
in respect of the undermentioned stocks, registered or inscribed in the 
United Kingdom. 
Barbados 3} per cent. Iuscribed Stock (1925-42). 
British Guiana 4 per cent. Inscribed Stock (1935) ; 3 per cent. Inscribed 
St «k (1923-45). 
British Honduras.* 
Canada, Dominion of 4 per cent. Loans of 1874, 1875, 1876, and 1578-9 ; 
3} per cent. Loan (1909-34) ; 4 per cent. Reduced Loan ; 4 per cent. Loan 
(1910-35) ; 3 per cent. Loan ; 24 per cent. Loan. 

Cape of Good Hope 4 per cent. Inscribed Stock of 1882 (1917-1923) ; 
4 per cent. Inscribed Stock of 1883 (1923) ; 4 per cent. Consolidated Stock 
seat 34 per cent. Consolidated Stock (1929-1949); 3 per cent. 

msolidated Stock (1933-1943). : 

Ceylon 4 per cent. Inscribed Stock (1934); 3 per cent. Inscribed Stock 
940 


1940). 

Gold Coast 3 per cent. Inscribed Stock (1927-52). 

Grenada 4 per cent. Inscribed Stock (1917-42). 

Hongkong 34 per cent. Inscribed Stock (1918-43). : 

Jamaica 4 per cent. Inscribed Stock (1934) ; 34 per cent. Inscribed Stock 
(1919-1949) ; 3 per cent. Inscribed Stock (1922-1944). 

Lagos 3 per cent. Inscribed Stock (1930-1955). 

Mauritius 4 per cent. Inscribed Stock (1937). , 

Natal 4 per cent. Inscribed Stock (1927); 4 per cent. Inscribed Stock 
(1937) ; 34 per cent. Inscribed Stock (1914-39); 3 per cent. Consolidated 
Stock (1929-49) ; 3} per cent. Consolidated Stock (1934-44). 

Newfoundland 3$ per cent. Inscribed Stock (1905). 

New South Wales 4 per cent. Inscribed Stock (1933) ; 
Inscribed Stock (1924) ; 34 per cent. Inscribed Stock (1918) ; 
Inscribed Stock (1935). 

New Zealand 4 per cent. Consolidated Stock (1929); 3} per cent. Con- 
solidated Stock (1940) ; 3 per cent. Consolidated Stock (1945). . 

Queensland 4 per cent. Inscribed Stock (1915); 4 per cent. Inscribed 
Stock (1924) ; 3} per cent. Inscribed Stock (1924) ; 3} per cent. Inscribed 
Stock (1930); 34 per cent. Inscribed Stock (1945) ; 3g per cent. Inscribed 
Stock (1921) ; 3 per cent. Inscribed Stock (1922-47). 

St. Lucia 4 per cent. Inscribed Stock (1919-44). 

St. Vincent.* ‘ 

Sierra Leone* 3} per cent. Inscribed Stock (1929-1954). 

South Australia P per cent, Stocks (1917, 1918, and 1924); 4 per cent. 
Inscribed a (1916-35) ; 4 cent. Inscribed Stock (1917-36); 3) per 
cent. Inscribed Stock (1939) ; 3 per cent. Inscribed Stock (1916-26); 3 per 
cent. Consolidated Inscribed Stock (1916). 

Straits Settlement.* : 

‘Tasmania 3} per cent. Inscribed Stock (1920-40); 4 per cent, Inscribed 
Stock (1920-40) ; 3 per cent. Inscribed Stock (1920-40), ‘ 

‘Trinidad and To! .—Trinidad 4 per cent, Insombed Stook (1917-42) ; 
Trinidad 3 per cent. Insoribed Stock (1922-44). 

Victoria 4 per cent. Railway Loan of 1881 (1907); 4 per cent, Redemp- 
tion Loan of 1882 (1908); 4 per cent, Inscribed Stock of 1885 (1918); 4 
per cent. Inscribed Stock of 1884 (1919); 4 per cent, Insoribed Stock of 
1885 (1920); 3$ per cent, Insoribed Stook of 1883.9 (1925) ; 3} per cout, 
Insoribed Stock (1921-26); 4 per cent, Insoribed Stook (1911-26); 3 per 
cent, Consolidated Inscribed Stock (1929-49); 3 per cent, Consolidated 
Insoribed Stock (1029-49), 


with the conditions lakt down by the Treasury ender 








( 


3} per cent. 
3 per cent. 








Richter, I.'l',; N, Cockshutt, I.'T,; Qura 8, Dutt, G1; r, N. P, Palmer, 
LT, ; F. D. Shelton, M.T.; J, M, A, G, Rousset, M,'T. 


© The necessary at to comply 
the Act have boom tahen be Quverameant of these Colonies, Dal no stooks hare ap & 
the present been issued by them under the Colonial Stock Acta, 1STT AQ. 
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Western Australia 4 per cent. Inscribed Stock (1934); 4 per cent. 
Inscribed Stock (1911-31) ; 3} per cent. Inscribed Stock (1915-35) ; 3 per 
cent. Inscribed Stock (1915-35) ; 3 per cent. Inscribed Stock (1916-36) ; 
3} cent. Inscribed Stock (1920-35) ; 3 per cent. Inscribed Stock (1927). 

The restrictions mentioned in section two sub-section (2) of the Trustee 
Act, 1893, apply to the above stocks (see Colonial Stock Act, 1900, section 2). 

e Revenues of the respective Colonies alone are liable in respect of 
these stocks and the dividends thereon, and the Consolidated Fund of the 
United Kingdom and the Commissioners of His Majesty’s Treasuary are 
not directly or indirectly liable or responsible for the payment of the 
Stock or of the dividends thereon, or for any matter relating thereto.— 
(Colonial Stock Act, 1877, 40 & 41 Vict. c. 59, s. 19.) 

Treasury Chambers, S.W., 6th November, 1905. 








Legal News. 


Appointments. 


Mr. W. T. Savery, solicitor, of the firm of Savery & Stevens, of 6, Fen- 
court, Fenchurch-street, London, E.C., has been elected Mayor of Stoke 
Newington. 

Professor Witt1am R. Smita, M.D., J.P., barrister-at-law, has teen 
unanimously elected Mayor of Holborn. Dr. Smith, who was called to 
the bar in 1888, is Professor of Forensic Medicine in King’s College, 
London, and for the past ten years has been President of the Royal 
Institute cf Public Health. 


Mr. E. G. Roscoz, solicitor, of the firm of Stanton & Hudson, of 108a, 
Cannon-street, London, has been appointed an Examiner in Admiralty. 
Mr. Roscoe was admitted in December, 1901. 


Sir Epwarp Criarxe, K.C., has been elected Treasurer of the Honourable 
Society of Lincoln’s-inn for the ensuing year in succession to the Lord 
Chief Justice. 

Lord Macnacuten has been elected Master of the Library at Lincoln’s- 
inn for the ensuing year. 

Lord Justice Romer has been selected as Dean of the Chapel at 
Lincoln’s-inn. 

Mr. Cecit Russert has been appointed the Keeper of the Black Books at 
Lincoln’s inn. 

Lord Justice Cozens-Harpy has been appointed Master of the Walks at 
Lincoln’s-inn. 

Sir Freperick Matrruew Darcey, G.C.M.G , Lieutenant-Governor and 
Chief Justice of the Supreme Court of New South Wales, has been made a 
Privy Councillor. 

Mr. Hernert F. Manisty, K.C., has been appointed Solicitor-General 
of the County Palatine of Durham, in the place of Mr. J. Scott Fox, K.C., 
who has been appointed Chancellor of the said County Palatine. 





Changes in Partnerships. 
Dissolutions. 


Roxert Tuesicer Warxis Wiiurams, Oscar Gray, and Granam STRanc 
Srez, solicitors (Watkin Williams, Gray, & Steel), 1, King William-street, 
London. Oct. 31. So far as regards the said Oscar Gray; the said 
Robert Thesiger Watkin Williams and Grabam Strang Steel will carry 
on the practice under the same style and at the same address. 

[ Gazette, Nov. 7. 





Information Required. 


Re Axste Mantz Ryari (deceased), late of 24, Fopstone-road, Earl's 
Court, 8.W., and of 59, West-side, Wandsworth Common,S.W. Informa- 
tion is required as to any Wills or codicils made by above during the last 
twelve months. Please communicate with Mr. G. F. Clark, 35, Bucklers- 
bury, London, E.C., solicitor. 





General. 


The latest accounts of the health of Lord Brampton are rather more 
favourable. 


Mr. Justice Bargrave Deane has accepted an invitation from the members 
of the South-Eastern Circuit Bar Mess to dine with them at the Imperial 
Restaurant, Kegent-street, on Thursday evening, the 14th of December. 


A curious f-aiure of French criminal law has, says the Globe, been 
brought to light at Caen. The other day a man entered the police court 
with a saucepan full of tripe, which he said his wife had sprinkled with 
corrosive sublimate to poison him. In fact, the worthy lady confessed to 
having used a slight dressing of that unueual condiment, but explained 
that it was not 2 killin por her purpose extending no further than 
to throw her husband « little out of sorts, that he might be brought to his 
senses and experience the tenderness of her nursing. English law would 
view the good wife's affectionate stratagem with some vity, but in 
France there is always sporting luck about criminal procedure, and as the 
law says that poison must have begun to take effect before penal action 
can be taken, which, im this case, it obviously could not have done, no 
offence has been committed, and all is well in a once more united household. 





The fourth term of the Law Society’s lectures and classes will begin op 
the 13th inst. The subjects dealt with for final students in the approach. 
ing term will be—(1) ‘‘ ‘Torts and Personal Property’’ (Mr. Dunlop) ; (2) 
‘* Bankruptcy and Common Law” (Dr. Barlow); and for intermediate 
students—(1) ‘‘ Things Real’’ (the Principal); (2) ‘‘ Things Personal and 
Rights in Private Relations’? (Mr. Latter); and the new subject of 
‘* Accounts and Book-keeping,’’ by the newly-appointed tutor in the 
subject, Professor Dicksee. 


The Solicitors’ Managing Clerks’ Association will hold their next 
Bohemian concert in the King’s Hall, Holborn Restaurant, on Tuesday, 
the 21st inst. The chair will be taken by Mr. Alfred Turner, the presi- 
dent of the association, and the Hon. Mr. Justice Bargrave Deane hag 
kindly promised to attend. The other guests will include Mr. F. R. Y, 
Radcliffe, K.C., Mr. H. F Manisty, K.C., and Mr. J. Duncan, M.A., LL.B,; 
also Mr. J. Eldon Bankes, K.C., Mr. Holman Gregory, and other well- 
known barristers and some solicitors. 


Counsel in the City of London Court, addressing his Honour Judge 
Rentoul, K.O., says the Daily Mai/, said he supposed his Honour had 
consulted with his Honour Judge Lumley Smith (the other judge of the 
court) in regard to the case then before the court. The judge: ‘‘ Nota 
bit of it.”’ Counsel: ‘‘ But be said he would refer itto you.’’ The judge: 
‘That might be, but I neversee him. Wedon’t speak.’’ Counsel: “ But 
I meant that at some time or another, when you had met, he would have 
mentioned the case to you.”” The judge: ‘‘ When we meet in the street 
we meet as strangers, and, as I have already said, we never meet in court, 
so perhaps you had better tell me all about it yourself. I might add that 
if Judge Lumley Smith told me anything about it, I don’t remember.”’ 


The famous manuscript of Beda’s ‘‘ Super Cantica Canticorum,”’ esti- 
mated to be worth from £10,000 to £12,000, has, says the Daily Mail, been 
stolen from the library of the Honourable Society of Gray’s-inn. The 
manuscript, which is beautifully illuminated, dates from the thirteenth 
century. Itis made up of leaves of vellum bound in old leather. The 
book is about ten inches by eight inches, and about two inches thick. 
For centuries it has lain in the library of Gray’s-ion, and is a unique 
treasure, In May last the manuscript with others was exhibited in the hall 
of Gray’s-inon ata meeting of the the 90 and Middlesex Archeological 
Society. After the meeting it was returned to its case, which was locked up 
by the librarian. On Monday last a stocktaking was in progress in the 
library, and when the contents of this particular case came to be examined it 
was found that Beda’s manuscript was missing. There was missing also a 
printed copy of “‘ The Maske of Flowers,’’ dated 1614, the value of which 
is comparatively insignificant. The lock of the case was unimpaired, 
making it clear that the thief had either taken advantage of the occasional 
opening of the case by the librarian, or that he had become possessed of a 
key to the case. There was nothing out of order, nothing to afford a 
clue. A reward of £100 has been offered to the person who gives such 
information as will lead to the apprehension of the thief or thieves and the 
recovery of the property. 


In an amusing article in the Central Law Journal on the right of the 
court to interfere with the damages found by a jury, the writer proceeds 
to consider the ‘‘ prices’? which American courts have established for 
broken limbs and bodily injuries: ‘‘ lowa and Minnesota (the courts of 
these States) agree that 4,000 dollars is too much for a broken leg. A 
Missouri court says that 100 dollars for the compound fracture of a leg is 
not so grossly inadequate as to warrant a new trial on the ground that the 
jury was influenced by passion or prejudice. Another court (a federal 
court this time) says that for a broken leg, a dislocated arm, an 
injured back, causing disability to do anything for two years, 
10,000 dollars is excessive, and reduces the verdict to 5,000 dollars. 
A New York court sustains a verdict of 25,000 dollars for the loss of one 
leg by an infant. Wisconsin holds that a verdict of 30,000 dollars for 
injuries to a young boy, necessitating the amputation of both legs, is 
excessive. An Arizona court holds that 15,000 dollars is not too much for 
two legs, while a verdict for 18,000 dollars recovered in Illinois for the loss 
of two legs is set aside as excessive. In 1893 the Supreme Court of 
Kentucky held that a verdict for 5,000 dollars for the loss of two fingers 
was excessive, while in 1896 the same court held that a verdict of 6,750 
dollars for the loss of two fingers was not excessive. Quite an increase in 
the value of fingers in three years !”’ 








Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Rora ov Reoisraans in ATTENDANCE ON 











Date Emenoency Arrzau Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
- Rora, No, 2. Kexewicn, Faaweu. 
Monday, Nov.....+......18 Mr, King Mr. Greswell Mr, Farmer Mr. Carrington 
Tuesday .... seed Farmer Church King Beal 
Wednesiay 15 W. Leach Greswell Farmer Carrington 
Thursday ..., 16 Theed Church King Beal 
Friday ... 17 Church Greawell Farmer Carrington 
y mL) Greswell Church King Beal 
Date Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr, Justice 
Boucx.ey. Joven, Swinvew Kavy. Wanatnaron. 
14 Mr. Theed Mr. Godfrey Mr, Jackwon Mr. R, Leach 
4 Ww. h R. Leach Pemberton Godfrey 
Godfrey Jackson Pem 
Ww. R, Leach Pemberton Jackson 
Theed Godfrey Jackson Beal 
W. Leach R. Leach Pemberton Carrington 
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The Property Mart. 


Sales of the Ensuing Week. 


Nov. 14.—Mr. Freprrick Waamay, F.A.T., at the Mart, at 2:—Freehold Ground-rents of 
£48, rack-rents £300 per annum. Solicitors, Messrs. Naunton & Son, London. (See 
advertisement, Nov. 4, p. xx.) 

Nov. 15. Messrs. Dunennam, Tzewson, & Co, (in conjunction with Mesers. Marrarws 
Marruews, & Goopmay’, at W inchester House, Old Broad-street, E.C. (in the Great 
Hall), at 12: ~ Woolwich, in the neighbourhood of the Royal Arsenal and Woolwich 
Arenal Station (Sou h-Eastern and Chat>am Railwav),—The Sixth Portion of the 
Burrage Estate: Hi ighly important and valuab'e Freehold Properties, comprising a 
very large number of Houses, Shops, and other Premises, situate in New-road, Cross- 
street, Burrage-rosd, Raglan- road, Maxey-road, Hudson~ » Viearage-road, Cour. 
Jand-terrace, Church-t rrace, Lee-street, 8t. "Mar, Plumst: 
Common-road, including several Detached Residences, a Fally-licensed Public house 
and Two Beerhouses, also a commanding Building Site (recently cleared) situate on 
the west side of New-road, near the Arsenal Railway “ having a frontage of 
upwards of 120ft. and an area of about 9,690 =, feet, adapted for the erection of 
zood class Shops and Business Premises. esent income amounts to about 
£1,480 per annum, chiefly arising from very low quote, with early reversions, 
the remainder of the Properties being let on yearly, weekly, and other tenancies. The 
estimated rack-ren' of the whole is now about £10,000 per anoum. Substantial 
Premiums may be anticipated fur renewals of the leases of the licensed houses on 
or before the expiry of the present terms. Solicitors, Messrs. G. F. Hudson, Matthews, 
& Cc., London, (See advertisement, Nov 4, p. xx.) 

Nov. 15. —Messrs. Sater, Rex, & Co, at the Mart, at 2:—Camden Town: Freehold 
Ground-rents, £36 per annum. Solicitors, Messrs Vau gban & Buss, London.— 
Kentish Town, No. 23, Lupton-street : Leasehold Saaeee; let at £50. Solicitor, 
A.J. Murray, Esq., London —Gospel Oak -grove : Three-floor Factory ; lease 58 years ; 
ground-rent £13, with ssion ; also the Leasehold House, No. 4, Gospel Oak-grove ; 
jet at £33 per annum; lease 58 years. Solicitors, Messrs Chester, Broome, & Griffithes, 
86, Bedford-row, London. (Ree advertisements, Nov 4, xxi.). 

Nov. 16. — Messrs. H. E. Foster & CRANFIELD, at the Mart, ‘2: 

"REVER: RSIONS: 

To One-thirteenth of a Trust Fund, value £23,000: gentleman aged 63. Solicitors, 
Messrs, Gibson, Usher, & Co., London 

To One-fifth of a Trust Fund, value 217, 000; lady aged 72. Solicitors, Messrs. 
Rowland & Hutchinson, Cros don. 

To One-fourth of a Trust Fuod, valae £3,5(0; two ladi son 80 and 51 
respectively. Solicitors, Messrs Fardell, Ryde, Isle of Wi 

To —a of a Trust Fand, Consols and Freeholds and Tesecholds at Croydon 
and Hackney, value £6,530; also to One-thirty-second of Freeholds, value 
£12,000; also to One-twenty-fourth of £5,080 19s. 1d. oe Three per 
a Stock, the whole receivable on decease of a lady aged 60. Solicitors, 

Measrs. Blachford, Norton, & Smith, London. 

To One-ninth of £1,411 7s. Local Loans Stock, lady aged 65 Kang to  Cpetuente 

ag oe a sum of £1,000, lady aged 76. Bolicitore, Messrs, . Behrend & 
ndon. 
To One-third of £3,333 6s. 8d. Consols; gentleman aged 75. Solicitors, Messrs, 


Upton 3 _—, —. om wei 
LIFE INTER ST. ot a gentleman n pesty | near Belfast, jucing 
211 14s. per annum, with aa Solctor, Me White & Co., Lo Eaton. 
POLICIES for £1,000, £500. Solicitors, Messrs, field, Bartram, &0O 
Messrs. R. H. Bebrend & Co.. London, 
SHARES: 40 Ordinary Shares of £1 each in National rei (Limited). 
Solicitors, Messrs Edmonds & Rutherford, London. 
(See advertisements, this week. back page.) 

Nov. 17.—Messrs. Euus & Sow, at the Mart, at 2: —Deptford Chemical Works: Important 
Wa'erside Premises. suitable for any large manufactory or engineering works, with 
Possession. Solicitors, Messrs. King, Wigg, & Co, London, (See sdvertisement, this 
week, back page.) 


Winding-up Notices. 
London Gasette.—Fripay, Nov. 3. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Liuirep mx CHANCERY. e 
paerenes,, Limrrep—Creditors are required ——_ to send their names and 


W Gundry, 7, Gt Wi 





addresses 
& Co, Fleet st, solors for 
liquidator 


Hamesuire Fruir Preservine Co, Lintrep (iw Liqurpation)—Creditors are required, on 
or before Dee 15, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to William Gregory Biddlecombe, 27, The Hundred, Romsey, Hants. Allen, 
Portsmouth, solors for hquidator 

Heyay Braman & Sons, Liurrap—Creditors are required, on or before Nov 21, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or to Francis 
Fentiman, 131, Meersbrook ‘Park rd, Sheffield, Smith & & ig = for for lider 

JT Becxerr, Limrrrp—Petn for winding . presented Oot be heard at 
the Court House, Quay st, Manchester, on Nov 13 at 10. Tide E Co Co, Manchester, for 
Hicks & Co, King-st, Covent Garden, solors for petners. Notice of appearing must reach 
the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of Nov 11 

Lonvow anv Soururry Counties Investment we — anp Discount Co, Limirrp —Petn 
for winding-up, presented Noy 1, direc heard Nov 14. Goddard & Co, 
8t Michael’s House, St Michael’ s-alley, solors fi ane Notice of appearing must 
reach the above-named not later than 60’clock in the afternoon of Nov 18 

Morron-Tuaner Guitroross AcnicuLTuRAL Imepcement Works, Limrrep (1x Votunrtary 
Liquipa tion) - Creditors are required, on or before Nov 12, to send their names and 

reases, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Thomas Bullimore, Norwich. 
Stevens & Co, Norwich, solors to liquidators. 

Patwersron Inpusrriat AND Fixance Corroration, Liurrap —Creditors are required, on 
or before Dec 15, to send their names and address*s, and the particulars of their debte or 
claims, to James Edward Ward, 122, Cannon st 

Raven Hammenrsuny & Son, Linrrep — Creditors are vegies, on or before Nov 17, to send 
in their names and addresses, and he particulars their debts or claims, to Richard 
Eoroyd Clark, 17, Albion st, Hanley. Challinors & Shaw, Leek, solors for liquidator 

Sraxprina, Drake, Doxx, & », Fen (iw VoLustTary _Lrgoipation) — — Creditors are 
required, on or before Nov 24, to send in their names and ad: dresser, the 
of their debts or claims, to Walter Lewis Engelhardt, 1a, New London st, Mark ln 

Vicronta Mount Moraaw Minino ano One Treatuent Co, Loaurep—Creditora are 
required, on or before Deo 5, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of 
their debts or claims, to Harold E Barham, College hill chmbre, College hull. Mayo & | 
Qo, solors for liquidator 

London Gasette,—Tunavay, Nov. 7. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Lamrrep in CHanorry, 
Barren Execraic Sians Co Linrrep —Creditors are poguived, on or before Deo 8, to send 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to @ Ensor 
Mount, Dashwood House, 9, New Broad st 
au Proneen Eueoraw Liowr Axp Powne Co ov Inpra, Linvran—Peta for winding 
Up, presented Nov %, directed to be heard Nov 21. & An Lincoln's inn —_ 
bove-named not later than 


petners. Notice of a: ring must be sent to reach al 
Gelock in the afternoun of Nov 20 


Groarct Harrersiey & Beorarns, Limirep—Creditors are 
to send their names and addresses, one the of 
Hattersley, Rose Bank, 


Loxpow Opau TILE axD Decenassens © Co, Limrrep—Creditors are 
Nov 30, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of 
to Thomas William McDonald, 33, Nicholas ln 
M Summe-s & Co, Louirep—Petn for the winding u 
Oui in at tne Couns — Pi f ohien Mist facie Ane ¢ =) A tng 
ui n, Live! solors for must ve 
Sou net inter than b chek ndeeerarie Nov 16 
Pao. Heater anp ConDENsER — ‘ao Creditors are required, on or before Dre 2, 
to send their names and and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Hugh 
Beswick, 7, Sweeting st, Liscipeet, Gittins, jan, Liverpool, solor for liquidator 
Tue Bartish Commerce DEVELOPMENT Co, Limrrep, oF apELatpe, Sourn Ausreatia (IN 
Liguipation) — Creditors in any of the States of Australia or the Colony of New Zealand, 
are required, on or Pe Nov bn de —— creditors in the Unit+d Kingdom or elsewhere on 
or before Dec 28, to and addresses, and the pa:ticu’ars of their debts or 
claims, to Willisun Svecle Beau, Victoria biden Grenfell st, Adelaide, South Australia 


pat on or before Dec 18, 
debts or claims, to Edwin 


uired, on or before 
debts or claims, 


v 3, directed to be 








Creditors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette.—F «aipay, Oct. 27. 
Lucas, James, Oxford Ho‘el, Marton, nt Blackpool, Licensed Victualler Nov 24 Cuoulston 
v Jewitt, Registrar, Preston Butcher, tlackpoot 
London Gasette.—Turspay, Oct. 31. 
Seem, Bora Cuar.es Rossow, Hill st, Mayfair Dec 1 Jenks y We'ls, Farwell, J 


ertue, Hanover sq 
Gazette.—Frivay, Nov 3. 


Cag.ite, Jonx Wittiam, St Marys, Wellington ter, Stockton on Tees, Roman Catholic 

Priest Dec 19 Attorney-General vy ihe Treasury Solicitur, Farw-ll and Swinfen 
—e a Solicitor to the Treasury, 276, Royal Courts of Justice 
Cnene, BERT Gore, Laurel Bank, Yatton, Somerset Dec 9 Baldwin v Graham, 
Kekewich and Joyce, JJ Montague, Bristol 

Hampsox, Wiiiiam, Hudd: Stone Merchant Nov 29 Kilshaw vy Hamp<on, 
Warr:ngton,J Freeman, Hudderetield 

Macer, Jony James, 81, Avenue Victor Hugo, Paris Jan 15 Magee v Magee, Kekewich, 
J Rubinstein & Co, Ra , Gray's inn 

Maaer, Jeanniz Marte Besoxte, 81, Avenue Victor Hugo, Paris Jan 15 Magee vy Magee, 
Kek ekewich, J Rubinstesn & Co, ap gy tg Gray's inn 

ae Joux, High st, Bristol, Wholesale K Dee 8 


Trenerry v Trenerry, 
3, t, JJ Barry, — 


Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day or Cram. 
London Gasetie.—Fripay, Oct. 27. 
snncumm, oes Witutam Acurrar, South Eaton pl Nov18 Lumley & Lumley, Conduit 


gocum Rev an S Taomas, Bromeswell, Suffolk Nov 30 Atwood, Bishopstrow 
ry, Warminster 

Bat ey, Joan, Merton, Surrey, Nov 25 Whitehouse & Co, Queen st 

Brrcuury, ABRAHAM Ricaaap, East Grinstead aa 24 Buss, Tunbridge Wells 

BLaKEsoroven, Hexxy Epwarp Scarborough Nov 28 Watts & Co, Scarborough 

sane anne Wiu.14m, Southport, Lancs, Bank Clerk Nov 10 Brown & C », South- 


port 

or: we Westgate on Sea, Kent, Nursery Gardener Dec 9 Reece, Westgate 
on 

Gooreyy, & Baroness Inewe, Alexandra Villas, Finsbury Park Dec8 Ponsfori & Devenish, 


Cory, | eno Frithelsto.k, Devon Dee 19 aig O< Co, Bideford, N al 

Curry, Wiu.1am, formngton Park, North Finchle ll King & Co, 

Curtis, Tuomas Kixe, Northampton, hae Dee 8 Collpzs-Bristow & Co, 
row 

Epwakps, Epwarp Tic mame, Oe Overhill rd, Dulwich Dec8 Biddle & Co, Aldermanbury 

Fouiey, Wiiitam, Bideford, Devon, Dairyman Dec 19 Bazeley & Co, Bideford, North 


Devon 
Fou.ry, Susanna, Bideford, Devon DecI9 Bazeley & Co, Ss, comes Devoa 
Frost, Exriza, Tunstall, 8 affs, Grocer Novi? Ho'linshead, T 
Gapis, Anne, Searborough Nov v8 Watts & Co, Scarb = 
Graves, Evizasera, Searboro Dei WE W g Drawbridge, Scarborough 
Grauam, James, Wimbledon 20 Crawford & Lockhart, Belfast 
Gustox, E.tes, Thorpe Hamlet, Norwich Jan 26 Stevens & Co, Norwich 
Hayes, Tuomas, Tunstall, Staffs, Licensed Victualler Nov 20 Liewelly n & Son, Tunstall 
Hivtrox, Wituam Hvauss, Sale, ‘Chester Jan 1 Withington & Co, Manch: ster 
Ho.psn, Janez, Darwen, Lancs Dec? Marsden & Marsden, Blackbura 
HoDsox, Hexseat, Birmingham, Hour Glass Manufacturer Nov 25 Walthall, Bir 
James Jalen, Weston under Penyar’, Hereford, Farmer Dee 8 Williams & Tweedy, 
onmow 
Jounsoy, Wittiam Groner, Scarborough Nov 28 Watts & Co, h 
Jones, Eowarp pay JP, Bala Decll Rivington & Son, Fencharch 
Kenvaut, Tuomas, Lwebdy, Lines, Yeoman Deol Haddelsey, Gt Grimsny 
Kirouts, Josepn, Glepluce rd, Westcombe Park, Merchmt DeoS We 
Cole nan st 
Les, Eurtcy, Harrogate Nov 25 Vickers & Co, Sheffield 
Lucas, Fraxces, Hove, Susxex Nov 30 Wright & Co, Liverpcol 
Luap, ALFaxxo Overroy, Gresham House Novy 29 Cunliffes & Davenport, Chancery In 
Marsua., Groner Jonx, Pemple Ewell, nr Dover, Butcher Deol B . A Slwia, Dover 
Mumrorp, Susannan, Frinton on Sea, Essex Nov 2 Grimwade & Son, Hadleigh, 
Suffolk 
Noaman, Sarrmvs, Penrith, Monumental Mason NovlS Arnisom & Oo, Penrith 
| Prake ee Cross, Burrough ou the Hill, Melton Mowbray Nov 30 Peak & Oo, 
row 
Prop, Bu Ranen Axx, Crowle, Lincs Nov 27 Burtonshaw & Cuodall, Crowle, ar Doncasier 
| Raraow, Buzanents, Birmingham Nov 20 Dixon, Birmii 
| Rrowanps, Howan., Gly Glam, _ Keeper Nov 3} Williams, Neath 
oes, Josern, Crank, ur St Helens, Lancs Nov 3 Brewis & Sons, & 


am, ——— ately Te 1 Wiles & ne ey 

ITH, SARAH, ewisham Taylor & Taylor, 

Sranpen, Cuaatorre, Ticehurst, Sussex Nov 24 Pas, Tanbr ~ Wells 
| "Townsenn, Joanrn, Ainsdale, Lancs Deo ren ng B x Southport 


1 
| ‘Taorr, Sanam, Cullompton, Devon Nov ey Wellington, 
Vavouiar, Bower, Green lanes, Masbury a becking Qase Maker Dec 14 Giidins 


orne in 
Way, + eee Cosnwa, Newcastle upon pies Artist Nov & Bhing & Wyle 


Rie 1 Qorbdould-Billis & Mitchell, Glement's la 
wi | wooo, iowa, Tooting eo Deo Peake & Oo, Bedrow row 
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Bankruptcy Notices. 
London Gazette.—Turspay, Oct. 31. 
RECEIVING ORDER RESCINDED AND PETITION 
DISMISSED. 


Hoyt, hangs aon Great College st, Camden Town, 
Grocer High Court Pet April 12 Ord April 18 
Rese Rec Ord and Petn Dis Sept 13 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Argsy, Ropert, Blackburn, Painter Nov 8 at 11.30 County 
Court house, Blackburn 

Bett, Joax, Haltwhistle, Northumberland, Bootmaker 
Nov 13 at12 Off Rec, 34, Fisher st, Carlisle 

Brice, Ropert WiitiaM Bosson. Theale, Somerset, Grocer 
Nov 8at1145 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

Brows, Rosert, Town Bottom, Kirkheaton, nr Hudders- 
field, Joiner Nov 9at330 Off Rec, Prudential bldga, 
New st, Haddersfield 

Buss, Lropotp Epwarp, Ascot, Fishmonger Nov 9 at 
1130 2, Railway app, London Bridge 

Ceaxz, Warten Heatow, Small Heath, Birmingham, 
Factor Nov9atil 191, Corporation st, Birmingham 

Cutumoreg, Lyp1A, Coleford, Glos, Wine Merchant Nov 8 
at12 Off Rec, Westgate chmbrs, Newport, Mon 


Daxpo, Smox, Dudley, Worcester. Charter Master 
, he at 1130 Off Rec, 199, Wolverhampton st, 


Davisos, W1i.1AM, Binchester Blocks, nr Bishop Auckland, 
Durham, Miner Nov 8 at 3 Off Rec, 3, Manor pl, 
Sunderland 

Dissex, Wiittam, Chelmsford, Hairdresser Nov 10 at 3 
14, Bedford row 

Frecxsor, Exity Axx, Weston super Mare, Lodging house 

Nov8at 11.30 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Spristel 


Gruspy, Jouw Percy, Bolton, Grocer Novl10at11 19, 
Exchange st, Bolton 

a Ares Lancaster Farmer, and James CHARLes 
Farmer Haines, Birmingham, Fruit Salesmen - Nov 9 
at12 191, Corporation st, — m 

Havercrorr, Gzorcr Wiuiay, j ingston upon Hull, 
Engineer Nov 8 at a 0 os, Trinkty outs In, Huil 

Heavp, Joszrn, Wagon Builders Nov 8at3 Park 
Hot Cardiff 

Hiseiey, Joux, Hill, nr Halesowen, Worcester, Grocer 
Nov 8atil Off Rec, 199, Wolverhampton st, Dudley 

Hiast, Stocks, Mirfield, Yorks, Tailor mond 10.30 Off 
Rec, Bank chmbrs, Corporation st, Dews! 

Honter. — Bath Nov8sati12 Off Ree, 2 26, Baldwin 
st, Bristol 

Jacietski, Victor Arpotiivaris, Dorset sq, Doctor Nov 
13 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Jzrrenies, Cuan.es ALBert, Burtonon Trent, Tailor Nov 
8 at 11.30 Off Rec, 47, Full st, Derby 

Jones, —- Tromas, Liandilo, Senate: Grocer Nov 
8 at 11.30 Rec, 4, Queen st, Carmartnen 

Lezacs, Atsert O.iver, Widnes, Shipbroker Nov 8 at 12 
Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Lzgvers, Cuantes, be, ey ae Builder Nov 8 at 
230 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Live: 

Lispeeit, CHanies Fereprericx, South Molton, Dzvon 
Nov 14 at11 Bankru: kruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Lyz, Feaxx. Martock, Somerset, Innkeeper Nov 10 at 
2.30 Off Rec, City chmbre, Catherine st, Salisbury 

Masos, Cectt Marca, 8t + pemate4 Nov 8at12 Bank- 
rupicy bidgs, Carey st 

Musteemax, Gzorcz, Malton, Yorks, Paper Dealer Nov 
Bat5 74, New ewborough, searbor. 

Matratws, Exzaxor, Leadenball st, Jewell-r Nouv 8 at 
12.30 Bankruptey bides, Carey st 

Mooxes, Percy. Avondale rd. Peckham, Grocer Nov 8 at 
2.30 Bankruptey bldgs, Carey ot 

Mvsgesy, Daviv ‘Ataxamees Bon Bavoe, Gt Bt —_ Ship- 
broker Nov 8 at 11 Bankruptcy bidgs. Carey st 


Neevorr, omy Cheetham, Manchester, Tailor’s 
Machinist Nov 8 at 230 Uff Rec, Byrom st, Man- 


ches er 

Nogever & Co, A, Queen Victoria st, Stock Dealers Noy 13 
atll Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Pazxeze, Rorert chev how London st, Solicitor Nov 
atl none g Mim Carey st 

Pager, Groroz, West Bro outh, Baker NovS8atl1 191, 

st, Birmingham 

Purricx, Hazeyr, Wo . Carpenter Nov 9 at 10.20 Off 
Rec, 4, Pavilion bidge jrighton 

Berves, Wairrx Janes, Bradford, Butcher Nov 10 at 3 

Rec, 29, Tyrrel #t, Bradford’ 

Rexssiz, Manta, Lincoln, Licensed Victualler Nov 16 at 
12 Off Rec, 41, Silver’ #, Lincoln 

Rovers, Joux Tuomas, Penygardd+n, Ruabon, Denbigh. 
mite Boks Mater Nov 6 at 12 Crypt chabr«, Eastgate 


ime yo Gt Winchester st, Accountant Nov 9 at 1 
Bankruptcy b bidgs, Carey st 
corr, — Leicester, Tailor Nov 8 at 12 Off Rec, 1, 
pemter 
Suazr, Hexey Besvwer, South York, Butcher 


Bank, 
Nov 10 at 1220 Off Bec,8, Albert rd, Middlesbrough 
Sinuons, James Witttan, ow, Suffolk, Smack Master 





Nov 6at1230 Off Rec, 8, King et, Norwich 

Sxissee, Watter Hewny, Hexseer’ Wiis Bxinwen, 
and Fuasx Ei Sxixxer, Melksham, Wilts, Builders 
Nov6 st 12.15 Off Ree, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol | 

Burra, A a, Bint st, Builder Nov 10 at 11 Bankruptcy 
blogs Carey #t 

Seixas, Keneor Wiitsau, Brandon, Suffolk, Butcher | 
Nov 11 at 12.30 Off Kee, 8, st, Norwich 

Sreruess, Wiitiam Cuansre, King on Bea, Builder | 
Nov at 12 14, Bedford row 

Tewxsecer, Law G, Blomfidi st Nov 9 at 11 Bank- 
ruytey bldgs, Carey wt 


Txompsox, Bexsautn, Leytonstone, Builder Nov 9 at 12 
Bankru: Dd rey st 

Tuompson, Matrraew Heyry, Quarry Bank, Staffs, Shackle- 
smith Nov 10 at 11 Off Rec, 199, Wolverhampton st, 
Dudley 

Vaux, Joz, Dowlish Wake, Somerset, Baker Nov 11 at 
12.30 10, Hammet st, Taunton 

Wa cker, Hersert, Bolton, Tin Plate Worker Nov 1 at 
3 19 Exchange st, Bolton 

Wairttinenam, Rozsert, Brineton, Staffs, Farmer Nov 6 at 
11 Swan Hotel, Stafford 

wee a Misterton, Notts, Plumber Nov 16 at 12.30 

ff Rec, 31, Silver st, Lincoln 


Wurern CuaRLes Epwarp, Moldgreen, Huddersfield, 
Iasurance Superin Nov 9 at 38 Of Ree, 
Prudential bldgs, New st, Huddersfield 


Wooprxes, Wituiam, HM Prison, Wandsworth, Insurance 
Agent Nov9at12.30 24, Railway a) , London Bridg? 
Woo.r, Harris, Leman st, pana , Builder Nov fo 
at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Care ~ oe 
Worcester, Joun Fou.er, Stratford, Florist Nov 8 at 12 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Bircu, Wittt1am Henry, Morecambe, Traveller Preston 
Pet Oct 26 Ord Oct 26 

Bip, S1pney James, Walsall, Cycle Manufacturer Walsall 
Pet Oct 26 Ord Oct 26 

Birp, Hersert Harry, Stockwell, Fishmonger High Court 
Pet Sept 18 Ord Oct 25 

Baice, Ropert Wii.1am Busson, Theale, Somerset, Grocer 
Wells Pet Oct 26 Ord Oct 

Brices, Ropert Bakewat., and Hresert Ropert Briaas, 
ror Cork Merchants High Court Pet Sept 22 
Ord Oct 24 


Brown, Rosert, Kirkheaton, nr atirnae, Joiner 
Huddersfield’ Pet Oct 26 Ord Oct 
Baows, Witu1am Lewis, and hens Yaruam Baowy, 
- a Builders, Merchants Salisbury Pet Oct 28 
ri 


Catvert, James Haworts, Fore st, Calico Printer High 
Court Pet July 22 Ord Oct 28 

CHANDLER, James Grorce, Aad park, Pe:kham High 
Court Pet July 29 Ord Oct 24 

Crake, Gzorce, Northampton, Grocer Northampton Pet 
Bept 23 Ord Oct 28 

Duck#am, James Henry, Tuckingmill, Camborne, Cornwall, 

Licensed Hawker Truro Pet Oct 28 Ord Oct 28 


Ferris, ALBERT ot Bromley, Publican Croydon 
Pet Sept 13 Ord Oct 27 
fizLtpInc, CHaries, Whitfield Cross, Glossop, Derby, 
Builder Ashton under Lyne Pet Oct 23 Onl Oct 27 
Fieckxsor, Emity Any, Weston super Mare, Somerset, 
ee house Keeper Bridgwater Pet ‘Oct 4 Ord 
ict 


Fox, Artuur Water, Gt Yarmouth, Painter Gt Yar- 
mouth Pet Oct 28 Ord Oct 23 
Gavpraits, Tuomas, Petherton rd, C bury, Physici 
High Court Pet Sept19 Ord Oct 28 
Grunpy, Fay Percy, Bolton, Grocer Bolton Pet Oct 26 
tv 


Hatcumay, Harry, and Witiiam Tuomas Bennett, St 
Leonard’s, Sursex, Caterers Hastings Pet Oct 28 
Ord Oct 28 

Houmper, Jesse, ey} Fancy Goods Dealer Leicester 
Pet Oct 27 Ord Oct 27 


Jerreny, Cuzisorner, Lowestoft, Suffolk, Soom Shop- 
keeper Gt Yarmouth Pet Oct 28 Ord Oct 

Seungen, Witiram Tomas, Willenhall, Staffs, _ ee 
Wolverhampton Pet Oct 27 Ord Oct 27 

Joxzs, Davip Tuomas, Liandilo, gaan, Grocer Car- 
marthen Pet Oct 26 Ord Oct 26 


Kent, Jouyx, Burton on Trent, Baker Burton on Trent 
Ord Oct 26 Ord Oct 26 


Lacey, Witt1am, Tamworth, Staffs, Fruiterer Birming- 
ham Pet Oct 24 Ord Oct 27 

Lesmuann, Hesry, ++" hes Hampstead High Cuurt Pet 
Aug 2% Ord ‘Oct 

Lev abe BerTram - A Brandeston, Suffolk, Carrier 
Ipswich Pet Oct 26 Ord Oct 26 

Liceett, Hamittox, Birmin a Provision Dealer 
Birminghim Pet Fept 21 Oxd Oct 23 

McCiomena, AwnrTaoyy, ia, Draper’s Traveller 
Leicester Pet O2%26 Ord Oct 

McCrea, Huan, Stafford, Clerk *Btaftord Pet Oct 24 
Ord Oct 23 

McKay, James Atexasper R»pertson, Sunderland, 
Plumber Sudderland Pet Oct2 Ord Oct %4 

Masteeman, Georce. Ma)ton, ——_ Paper Dealer Scar- 
burough Pet Oct 27. Ord Oct 

Matruews, Evzason Leadenhall ot, Jeweller High Court 
Pet Oct 28 Ord Oct 28 

Metsomz, Cuarces a Llandudno, Solicitor Bristol 
Pet Aug 31 Ord Oct 76 

Mitten, Apeasam, Teesdale st, Hackney, Boot Manufac- 
turer High Court Pet Oct3 Ord Oct 28 

Morcays, Tuumas, Oa 38rd Oe — Collier Neath and 
Aberavon Pet Oct 

Nezporr, Bauwyerr. - Tailors’ 
Machinist on Per U Oct 26 Ord Oct 26 

Cvs, Cuantes Gortomw, Surbiton, Commercial Traveller 

Kingston, Surrey Pet Oct 26 Ord Oct 26 

Patvrnoure, Joun, Cliftonville, Morgete, Hotel Proprietor 
Canterbury Pet Oct 26 Ord O 

| Sinzon, Plymouth, Baker , Pet Oct 27 





Piven, Euxxer Eowis, Yelverton, Devon Plymouth Pet 
Oct 26 Ord 6 

Porricx, Haney, Worthing, Carpenter Brighton Pet Oct 
27 «Ord Oct 27 

| Banzes,, Warren sams. BraAford, Butcher Bradford 
Pet 


Be e: 2 OFtecnd 
wier, Jamzs, Heyrod. bridge, Chester, Beerseller 
Ashton under Lyne fas Oct 27 Te Oct 27 





Russert, Taomas JaBez, erm yey Horse D 
Peterborough Pet Oct 28 Ord Oc! 28 

Scorr, Waiter Sranvey, South oe, | Chemist Nev. 
castlecn Tyne Pet Sept 14 Ord Oct 

Sarr, Heaney Braviey, South Bank, Butcher Middle, 
brough Pet Oct 27 "Ord Oct 27 

— Henry, Mark in High Court Pet Aug 23 Oy 

ct 25 


Tuompsox, Matrerw Henry, Quarry Bank, Staffs, 
smith Stourbri Pet Oct 25 Ord Oct 25 
TinDALL, Sipney Macuire, Leeds, Insurance Manage 
Leeds Pet Augi Ord Oct 25 
Wa ker, Hersert, Bolton, Tin Plate Worker Bolton pt 
Oct 27 Ord Oct 27 


West, Wituram Tromas, Kettering, Hay Dealer North. 
ampton Pet Oct 26 Ord Oct 26 
Witiett, Caartes Epwarp ine oldgreen, Huddersfielj 
aoe Superintendent "Huddersfield Pet Sept & 
26 


Wi: trams, Fanny, Gloucester, Innkeeper Gloucester Pg 
Oct 11 Ord Oct 27 

Worrr, Jaco, Gibson sq, Islington, Cigar Merchant High 
Court Pet Sept 11 Ord Oct 26 

Youse, Cuartzs Hewry, Grangetown, Cardiff, Bake 
Cardiff Pet Oct 25 O.d Oct 25 


ADJUDICATIONS ANNULLED AND RECEIVING 
ORDERS RESCINDED 


E.uiotr, Watter Keira, Cromwell rd, South Kensingte 
High Cowt Rec Ord J —_ 20, 1902 Adjud Augi, 
1902 Res and Annul 

Hastines. CHargies adage Grosvenor st High Court 
| Fe Nov 25, 1904 Adjud Dec 23, 194 Anni 

ct 


London Gazette.—Fuipay, Nov. 3 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Asoere, Wituram Morratt, ene, Derby, Fancy Draper 
Pet Oct 31 Ord Oct 

Auison,  Ganoree & Co, Chancery In, Stock Brokers High 
Court Pet Oct 6 Ord Oct 3 

Acces. Cuag.ezs, Derby, Butcher Derby Pet Nov1 On 


ovi 

Auten, Epwis, East Southsea, Hants Portsmouth Pe 
Aug 19 Ord Oct 30 

Brissy, Josepa Epwarp, Rhyl, Flint, Stationer Bangor 
Pet Oct 31 Ord Oct 31 

Biewitt, A.pert, Newton Abbot, Devon, Tobacconist 
High Court Pet Oct2 Ord Oct 31 

Burxkuorn, Grores, Bramhope, nr Leeds Leeds Pet 
Oct 30 Ord Oct 30 


Brereton, Samuet WILLIAM, - poe Estate Agent 
Liv 1. Pet Oct 4 Ord Oct 3 

Brooxs, Joserx, Porth, Glam, | Pontypridd 

B eng ad Ord Oot at H -< t Kingston 

uRkITT, WILL, Kingston upon ee ‘ontractor Kip 

upon Hull Pet Oct 30 Ord O 

Cuaries, Toomas Freperick. entiation, Lines, Builder 
Lincoln Pet Oct 31 Ord Net 31 

CrowTsEr, Danizt, Burnley, Leeds Leeds Pet Novi 
Ord Nov 1 

Davenport, Joun Mason, Hough Green, Lanes, Machinist 
Liverpool Pet Sept 16 Ord Oct 30 

Deane, Apert GerorGE, Reading, House Decorator 
Reading Pet Oct31 Ord Oct 

Dusorr, ee — ll High Court Pé 
Oct 81 Ord Oct 3 


Dyer, | &.., and lnstaw Arrnor, Blaina, Nou 
Plumbers Newport, Mon Pet Oct 31 Ord Oct 3 
Bane, Eayest Justice Stansury, Birmingham, condi 

ham Pet Aug3l Ord Oct 30 
Revie, Ry RE Bayston Hill, Salop Shrewsbury Pet 


Ev on — see: Eaton, Avallenau, Pembroke Pem- 
broke Dock Pet Oct 81 Ord Oct 31 

Gipson, Harry, Prescot, Lancs, Grocer Liverpool Pé 
Oct 31 Ord Oct 31 

Gairrira, Wittiam Lewis, Blaenau Festiniog, Merioneth, 
Q an Portmadoe Pet Oct 31 Ord Oct 31 

Groves, Cuaries, Portsmouth, Hairdresser Portemouth 
Pet Oct 30 Ord Oct 30 

Haut, Exvizasetu, Knaresborough, Secondhand Furniture 
Dealer York Pet Oct39 Ord Oct 30 

Havxom, Samvgt Rosinsow, Old Kent rd, Surgeon High 
Court Pet Oct 30 Ord Oct 30 

Harper, Herpeat, noe, Schoolmaster Brighton 
Pet Oct 80 Ord Oct 


Jones, aoe ~abentnd Byles, Saddler Aberyrt- 
wyth et Nov1 Ord Nov 1 

Koner, seen, Friern Barnet, Restaurant Keeper High 

urt Pet Oct 30 Ord Oct 30 

Lexcu, Arpert Wesrsrooxe, Norwich, Baker Norwich 
Pet Oct 81 Ord Oct 31 

Masronp, Epwanp, Weston, nr Oswestry, Salor, Farmer 
Wrexham Pet’ Oct 28 Ord Oct 28 

Moneus. Seeney WALtaae, Hadleigh, Suffolk Ipswich 


Morais, Samvgt, Kidderminstem Cabinet Maker Kidder 
minster Pet Oct 80 Ord Oct 30 


Nort, Warrex Perocivar, Leytonst Wareh an 
High Court Pet Oct 30 Ord Oct 30° 

Purtiirs, WiLLtAM extent, Fruiterer Pembroke Dock 
Pet 81 Ord Oct 


Poem, = Leadenhall n High Court Pet Aug 26 On 

‘ov 

Poors, Gronan, Northwich, Baker Orewe Pet Oct ® 
Ord Oct 30 


Paice & Co, CB, Church st, Paddington Green, Cabinet 
Makers Court of Appeal Pet Sept 16 Ord Oct 4 
Powtan, om Pontardawe, Glam, Tailor Aberayon Pé 

Oct 21 Ord Nov 1 


Ruopvs, Husvent, Leeds, Tailors’ Cutter Leeds Pe 
Oct 80 Ord Oct 30 
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Cambridge 
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ican, e Pucaann oe pation, Wilts, Hawker Swindon 

aur WIM, Watford, Herts, Builder St Albans 
$28 Ord Oct ‘ 

soieeeee, st Ot tO Olabury, Worcester West Brom- 


wich Pet Oct 31 Ord Oct 

Suite gt Edenbrid; eet, Contractor Tunbridge 

4 ee Oa at Od Os a Deemer Liverges 
a, WILLIAM, ‘ripe Dresser Liv 1 Pet 

sar 30. Ord Oct 30 

§rencen, CHARLES ALFRED, and Joun Armstronc, Sunder- 
jand, Auctioneers Sunderland Pet Sept 25 Ord Oct 80 

Voss, Anruur, Coventry Coventry Pet Nov1 Ord Nov1 

Tayuor, THomas ALrrep, Sparkhill, Worcester, Coal 
Merchant’s Traveller Birmingham Pet Oct 31 Ord 
Oct 31 

Watsaaw, Jonn Witt1aM, Halifax, Mineral Water Manu- 
factarer _ Hislifax. Pet oo “ode Oct 4 Pa 
rTos, Eviza, Harrogate, Lo ouse Keeper 

aon Pet Oct 30 Ord Oct hid «3 

Waarton, WILviAm, Fn ato Cab Proprietor York 
Pet Oct 30 Ord Oct 30 

Woorr, Joserx, Higher Broughton, Manchester, Auctioneer 
Manchester Pet Oct3 Ord Oct 30 


FIRST MEETINGS, 


Ausoy, Garver, & Co, Chan A - tn Brokers Nov 
lb at 11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Care 

ALLEN, eu East Southsea, Hants Nov 13 at 4 Off 
Ree, Cambridge junc, High st, Portsmouth 

Busxuors, Grorce, Bramhope, nr Leeds Nov 13 at 11.30 
0 Ree, 22, Park row, Leeds 

CLanz, Georce, Northampton, Grocer Nov 13 at 11.30 
Off Rec, Bridge st, Northampton 

Dosorr, ABRAHAM, Sandringham rd, tee, Upholsterer 
Nov 14 at 2.30 ae bldgs, Carey 

Ducxaam, James Henry, Tuckingmill, 5 Corn- 
wall, Licensed Hawker Nov 11 at 12 Off Ree, 
Bozcawen st, Truro 

Esexey, Water, Bayston Hill, Salop Novilatil Off 
Ree, 42, St John’s hill, Shrewsbury 

Gextuoup, Apert Livesey, Cherryhinton, Cambridge, 
Architect Nov 13 at 12 Off Rec, 5, Petty Cary, 
Cambridge 

GisBoN, anny, Prescot, Grocer Nov 13 at 2.30 Off Rec, 
35, Victoria’ st, Liverpool 

Groves, Caan.zs, Portsmouth, Tobacconist Nov 13 at 3 
Off Rec, Cambridge junc, High st, Portsmouth 

Hatt, Ecizabera, rerw a Secondhand Furniture 
Dealer ee 15 at 3.30 ff Rec, The Red House, 
Duncombe pl, York 

Hompes, JEssiz, Leicester, Fancy Goods Dealer Nov 138 at 
12 Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 

Iswarps, CuaRLEs Percy, Luton, Straw Hat Manufacturer 
sed 15 at 12 Chamber of Commeree, 53, George st, 

uton 


Laxe, Waiter, Derby, Dairyman Novyil at 11 Off Rec, 
47, Full st, ‘Derb: by 
Leverr, Bertram Gore E, Brandeston, Suffolk, Carrier 
Nov 17 at 2.15 Off Rec, 36, Princes st, Ipswich 
Luoyp, WittiAmM Henry, Connah’s Quay, ae Nov 13 at 
12 Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate row, Cheste 
Lvus, Joun, Denshaw, nr Delph, Yorks, Carrier Nov l4 at 
1.15 Off Rec, Greaves st, Oldham 
Luxus, Tuomas, Denshaw, nr Delph, Yorks, Farmer Nov 
ldatil Off Rec, Greaves st, Oldham 
McCiump he Apunens, Leicester, Draper’s Traveller Nov 
1at3 Off Rec, 1, ’Berrid ge st, Leicester 
Masox, a Epwakp Notuingham Noy 14 at 11 Off 
Ree, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Nottingham 
Monizy, Guorce WALLACE, Hadleigh, Suffolk Nov 17 at 
12.30 Off Rec, 36, Princes st, Ipswich 
Noztu, Joszru, Hyson Green, Nottingham, Carr 
Builder Nov 15 at 11 Off Ree, 4, Oaatle pl, tag 
Nottingham 
Onustox, C, Twickenham Nov 13 at 12 Of Rec, 14 
Bedford row : 
Packwoop, Witt1am, Wollaston, Northampton, Draper 
Nov 13 at 12.30 Off Rec, ae st, Tog ey 
AILTHORTE, JOuN, Cliftonville, Tate. Hotel prietor 
Nov 11 at 12 Endclffe Hall Hotel, Cliftonville, 


Margate 
Pent, Henny, East Challow, Berks, Farmer Noy 11 at 12 
1, Bt Aldgate's Oxford 
Pux, H J, 7 ame li st NoviSat12 Bankruptcy bldgs, 
y 8 
Ruopes, Hervent, Leeds, Tailors’ Cutter Nov 13 at 11 
of Ree, 22, Park row, Leeds 
Bixox, Gronce, Maidenhead , Domestic Machinery Dealer 
Nov 13 at 3 14, Bedford tow 
WLES, JAMES, Heyrod, Stalybridge, Roumaiier Nov ll 
at11.30 Off Rec, Byrom st, Mancheste 
OMAN, ERnEst Wiiitam, Cranleigh, Surrey, Cydle Dealer 
Nov 14 at 12.30 24, Railway app, London Bridge 
Tererr, Witt1am Henny, and Sauce, Freeman, Man- 
er, Ma Dealers Noy 11 at 11 Of Reo, 
Byrom st, Manchester 
Taxece Wintiax, Shetield, Grocer Nov 16 at12 Off Rec, 
in, She 
Watxer, WittiAM Manoxox, Margate, Private Hotel 
Proprietor Nov 11 at 12.30 dcliffe Hall Hotel, 
ville, Margate 
Ya, Frxprniok, Cheltenham, Greengrocer Noy 11 at 
845 County Court bidgs, C ne eae 
West, Wittiam Tuomas, Northampton, Hay 
— B al is . 12 Of te, eo, Bridge st, 
N, Eviza noes ging house Kee; 
Mats Of e Red House Dancomde York 
mauaevouri, do ids Epw aap, Burnley, Lanes, Grocer 
a 18, at, Pres 
OS andl Faxxy, @ loue wcester, Innkeeper Nov 11 at 12 


Of Reo 
‘Tiarrogate, Cab Proprietor Nov 15 
House, Duncombe pl, York 





Wuaaron, 1 Wc 
at2.30 Of Reo, Th 


Amended notice substituted for thet published in the 
London Gazette of Oct 31 


Autry, Cuartes, Derby, Butcher 
Ord Novl 


Brissy, Josera Epwarp, Rhyl, Flint, Stationer Bangor 
Pet Oct 31 Ord Oct 31 

Burnxnorn, Gzosce, Bramhope, nr Leels Leeds Pet 
Oct 30 Ord 


Brett, Raursa, Gateshead, Butcher Newcastle on Tyne 
Pet Oct 2 Ord Oct 30 

Burxirt, Witt, Kingston ame ry  aepnoenad Kingston 
upon Hull Pet Oc: 30 

Caar.es, Toomas tidy, Waddingban, Lincs, Builder 
Lincoln Pet Oct 31 Ord Oct 

Craycy, Terence, Peckham Rye, Glerk High Court Pet 
Aug 31 Ord Oct 30 

Cottiss, Lovis Napoteon, Norton rd, Uxbridge High 
Court Pet Augi4 Ord Oct 30 

ag? THER, DANIEL, Burley, Leeds Leeds Pet Nov1 Ord 

ovl 

Deane, AUBERT 
Reading Pet 

Donat, Ernst Emit Lam thington, 

ip gineer Manches et Aug 31 

Dvusorr, ABRAHAM, Dalston, Upholsterer High Court Pet 
Oct 31 Ord Oct 3 

Dyer, Carey, and Soe ARTHUR, rr Mon, Plumbers 
Newport, Mon Pet Oct 31 Ord Oct 3 

Epwaxps, my ero GrorGe, Bastingon, Sussex High 
Court Pet May 31 Ord O.t 28 

Exus, Wiiuram, jun, Lavender hill, Clapham Junction, 
House Agent Wandsworth Pet Bept 15 Ord Oct 31 

Esr.ey, Watter, Bayston Hill, Salop Shrewsbury Pet 
Oct 18 Ord Oct 31 

Evays, Harry James Eaton, Avallenau, Pembroke Pem- 
broke Dock Pet Oct 81 Ord Oct 31 

Gispoy, Harry, 1 ad Lanes, Grocer Liverpool Pet 
Oct 31 Ord Oct 3 

GairritH, WILLIAM : Is, ——- Festiniog, Merioneth, 
Q Portmadoc Pet Oct 31 Ord Oct 31 

Groves, CHARLES, al yt Portsmouth 
Pet Oct 30 Ord Oct 30 

Hatt, Exvizasets, Knaresborough, Secondhand Furniture 
Dealer York Oct30 Ord Oct30 

Hacviam, Samver oe <i a ees rd, Surgeon High 


GEORGE Ryoiing, House Decorator 
Oct 31 ‘Ord 


Court Pet Oct 30 =—— 
Heap, Josrrx, East Cardif Wagon Builders 
Cardiff Pet Oct 21 Oa ‘Oct 28 


Jones, W1tu14M, Barmouth, Merioneth, Saddler Aberyst- 
wyth PetNovi1 Ord Nov 1 

—— Henry, Beaconsfield ai Friern Barnet, ed 

eeper High Court Pet Oct 30 Ord Oct 

dame Apert Westsrooke, Norwich, rhea Norwich 
Pet Oct 31 Ord Oct 31 

Luioyp, Witu1am Henry, Connah’s Quay, Flint Chester 
Pet Oct 2 Ord Oct 30 

Lys, ceeees ey Somerset, Innkeeper Yeovil ret 
Oct 16 Ord Oct 30 

Manrorp, Eowarp, Weston, 5 Deven. Salop, Farmer 
Wrexham Pet’ Oct 28. Ord Oct 28 “ 

Morais, Samvet, Kidderminster, _ Maker Kidder- 

minster Pet Oct 30 Ord Oct 
Nurr, Watrer Psrcivat, Leytontone, Warehousemen 
Court Pet Oct 30 Oct 

Pururs, Witt1am, Neyland, Fruiterer Pembroke Dock 
Pet Oct 31 Ord Oct 31 

ee Northwich, Baker Crewe Pet Oct 30 

0. 


ict 30 
a Euiza, oa, ee. be . am. Coach Builder 
i 
-_, tama sen, and CHARLES oo jun, Darby End, 
ary ley, Worcester, © Merchants Dudley Pet 
Ord Nov 1 
Recess BS, Leeds, Tailor’s Cutter Leeds Pet Uct 
30 Ord Oct 30 , f 
Ricutnes, Ricwarp, Sherton, Wilts, Hawker Swindon 
Pet Oct 31 Ord Oct 31 
Mancaret, Tat Bank, Oldbury, Worcester 
Bromwich Pet Oct 31 Ord Oct 31 
Smits, Gzoras, Eton, Bucks, Tailor Windsor Pet Sept 7 
Ord Oct 28 
Sirs, gr = vos Guaahiih, Tripe Dresser Liverpool Pet 
we. wee | 7 and Samus Faexmax, Man- 
chester, Watch Material Dealers Manchester 


Pet 
Oct 13 ose s 
Tow. — CHARLES wrt Kent, Builder Canter- 


b t5 Ord 
wean Ikaiae, Corea Coventry. Pet Nov1 Ord Nov1 


Wavea, Ropert Dexnotm Casiake, rey Gate, Fish 
Salesman High Court Pet Oct 25 Ord Oct 30 

Wuaaron, Exiza, Harrogate, Lodging 4 Keeper York 
Pet Oot 30 Ord Oct 30 


Waaarton, WILttAM, Harrogate, Cab Proprietor York Pet 
Oct 30 Ord Oct 30 


SmALLWoop, 
West 


Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Oct Bo: 


Suoonps, Eayast Atraxp Fonrsns, Isleworth, Middlesex, 
Dairyman Brentford Pet Oct ‘ie Ond Oct 27 
ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 
Kinvy, Wittiam Atruavs, eon h, Horse Dealer 
Scarborough Adjud Aug 29, 1904 ul Oct 24 
London Gasette.—Tuxavay, Novy, 7. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Barxer, Epwarp C Hoe et Coal Merchant 
Plymouth Pet Nov 3 01 Ord 
Bagysy, Ses 


Pet Oct 21 eee “hea or rd Nov ene . 


Bewr, Jouy, Lamy Haltwhistle, Northumberland, upoo Hi 
Bootmaker N 13 at 12 Off Ree, 34, Fisher st, Batzs, Joun, *, Hedge ee Builder South- 
ampton Pet Nov3 Ord Nov3 
ADJUDICATIONS. ama yt ha es Epwarp, Bath, Grocer Bath Pet Nov2 
Derby Pet Nov 1 | Corwen, Epwarp » Bridlington, Yorks, Builder Scarborough 


D wingd a God Mer 8 Nottingham Pet Nov 3 

REW ALTE ov 

Ord Nov.” 

Friaxacan, Tuomas WILLIAM, Sem, Derby, Grocer 
Chesterfield Pet Nov 3 Ord Nov3 

Stockwith, Notts, Innkeeper 


Victualler 
HepronsTaLt, WILLIAM, Featherstone, Insurance 
t Wakefield bet Now 4 Ord How 4 


Howargp, Hensy Atragp, Mount Pleasant, Swansea 

Swansea Pet Nov 2 Ord Nov 2 

Jackson, Epwarp, Peter Traveller 
Peterborough Pet Nov 2 Nov 2 

Karrerns, Faeperick Brooks, Epsom, Picture Frame 
Maker Crosdon Pet Nov2 Ord Nov 2 

Kay, Jonx Henry, Sou Boot Dealer Liverpool Pet 

Novl Ord Nov 3 

Ker, Caartes James Insezs, Pall Mallpl High Court Pet 

une6 Ord Oct 25 


Lew ™ 2 RicHagp, fete. Glam, Ironfounder Aberdare 


M ag hes fo ahs Edgeley F: nr Whitchurch 
ADELEY, JOSEPH ENRBY, arm, nr 
Salop, Farmer Crewe Pet Nov4 Ord Nov 4 ‘ 
Mataews, Frank aed Chelsworth, Suffolk, Licensed 
M a my - gai ters —,. Timberm: 
ORRIS, ENBICK, ynan! \ an 
Merthyr Tydfil ’ Pet Nov 2 Nov 2 
Mu — OuN qe at ee eer LawrHer, 
pington, land, Mineral Water Manu- 
focanens Boston Pet Oct 21 Ord Oct 31 
Nertieton, Gzorcz Howpes, Leeds, Joiner Leeds Pet 
Nov3 Ord Nov3 
Wilts, Cval 


Orum, Cartes, Atworth, Melksham, 
Merchant Bath Pet Oct 21 “ie 
Patues, Herbert, _—* Hants, Plumber Portsmouth 
Roserts, Hues hg Rhyl, Fiint, Architect Bangor 
Pet Nov3 Ord Nov3 
Sanogers, Grorce iw agp, Biddulph, Staffs, Jeweller 


Hanley Pet Nov4 Ord Nov4 


8c =e, A, Gt Portland st, Embroiderer High Court 
‘et 


Oct 6 Ord Nov 2 
Waren, Watrer, Bedford, Shoemaker Bedford Pet 
Nov4 Ord Nové 
WEeE.ustsep, Groner Joun, Southsea, Hants, Jeweller 
Portsmouth Pet Nov3 Ord Nov3 


gMaPLE 


Specialists in 


LIBRARY 
BOARD ROOM 
OFFICE 


FURNITURE 


Write for 


“OF” Book 
The “RUSSELL” 


AN IDEAL TABLE FOR 
BUSY MEN 


GitLatt, Ropeat i. West 

Tincoln Pet Nov3 Ord Nov3 

Guest, Joserpa, Wolverhampton, Li 
Wolver Pet oe 8 Ord Nov3 








Tottenham Court Road London 





A ay Glam, Ins t Pontypridd 
wast Set ome Het 





MAPLE & CO 














Serene 


ero 



















34. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL, 





Nov. 11, 1905 








Winvvr, Eruzam Kixe, York, Grocer York Pet Nov 2 
Nov 2 


Wittrams, Tuomas Atrrep, Aberaman, Aberdare, Green- 
berdare Pet Nov2 Ord Nov 2 
Wiss, Wiiuiam Batrenx, Prestatyn, Flint, Physician 
Bangor Pet Nov3 Ord Nov3 
Yates, Atfrev, Bolton, Restaurant Keeper Bolton Pet 
Nov 3 Ord Nov3 


Amended notice substituted for that published in 
the London Gazette of Oct 31 : 
Cuartrox, Franx, Walkden, nr Manchester, Cycle Dealer 
Salford Pet Oct9 Ord Oct 27 
tice substituted for that —— in the 
(pate London Gazette of Nov 3 


Ricurnes, Ricwarp, ge Wilts, Hawker Swindon 
Pet Oct 31 Ord Oct 3 











Where difficulty is experienced in procuring the 
Sorrcrrors’ JouRNAL with regularity it is 
requested that application be made direct to 
the Publisher, at 27, Chancery-lane. 


Annual Subscriptions, WHICH MUST BE PAID 
IN ADVANCE: Soxrictrors’ JOURNAL and 
WEEKLY REPORTER, in Wrapper, 52s., 
post-free. SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL only, 26s. ; 
Country, 288. ; Foreign, 30s. 4d. WEEKLY 
REpPorTER, in Wrapper, 26s.; Country or 
Foreign, 283. 


Volumes bound at the Office—cloth, 2s. 9d. ; half 
law calf, 5s. 6d. 








ITY AND COUNTY OF THE CITY OF 
NOTTINGHAM \to Wit). 

Notice 1s Heresy Grvex, that the Srzciay Szsstons of 
the Peace for the City and County of the City of Notting- 
ham, will be held on Tuurspay, the 231d day of Novemses, 
19(5, at the Guildhall, Burton-street, in the said City, at 
10. 30 o’clock in the forenoon, when and where all persons 
bound by recognizances to appear, or who have any busi- 
ness to transact, at the eaid S-ssions, are required to attend. 

Instructions jor indictments to be given 2 _ Clerk of 
the Peace not later than the Th y prec 

SAMUEL G. JOHNSON, Clerk of. the Peace. 


R. F. F. MONTAGUE, LL.B., continues 

to PREPARE for the SOLICITORS’ FINAL and 

INTERMEDIATE EXAMINATIONS ; ~— yment by result. 

—Particulars on application, personally or by letter, at 93, 
Lane, W. 








AW. — Solicitor (23; 1st class LL.B. 
4 London; Admitted) Requires Clerkship, preferable 
with view to Partnership; General Work, but would 
— _undertake Advocacy; Bristol, Bath, or district 
not.so much an object as experience and 

vigortanity. —Law Livraniay, Bristol. 


OLICITORS’ PRACTICE for SALE; a 
fortune for an Adyocate.—Apply, Juaist, Box ‘912, 
“ Solicitors’ Journal’’ Office, 27, Chancery-lane, W.C. 


i. CLERK (unadmitted) Seeks 
uetane ethos or Temporary Engagement; 30 aan 
super vision j expert Settling ‘osts ; 


mole Oeferene dress, Manacen, Black- 
wnencepticnsble th-road, London, 8,W. 


ONVEYANCING CLERK Seeks Situa- 

tion; over 20 years’ wide expefience in town and 

cama; Coreysnine, Sei, ast Sash pe Bes 
in ice ; com: 

all round and of good oF amompgead B mitted. cate of 

os Bolicitors’ J Fl iy Office, 27, ‘cnenieg lane, W 


RAUGHTSMAN, Architectural and 


General. — Surveyor of page undertakes for 
Solicitors Surveys, Plans and Enlargements; 
moderate charges.—E. A. goin, , Doughty-street, W.c. 


te te ghd and all other Technical 
nc ad Ayal ir and accurately executed by 

















ly Mrs, Sreixcert, 5, Salter’s Hall. 





vas DETECTIVE, éducated , experienced, 
Undertakes Private and Confidential uiries; Divorce. 

Commercial, &c.; strict integrity ; moderate fees ; ‘male and 
pen pa ed Eastos, 241, Shaftesbury-avenue, 
Atwo doors from) New Oxford-street. 


Fete Ar 8 ADV AR CED, at moderate interest, 
long Leascholds.—Apply, Manacezs, 
| Ptar Lite — Society, 32, Moorgate-street. 








= ot aor -) (Est. 
ber & Ba ey ie 
Offices Martin’s-lane, W.C., & 43, on-wall, me 
ADVANCE MONEY on securit; » furniture, leases, 
life joy ee yable, INCLUDIN' 
ear, Weekly’ go 4 4 Monthly £0 4 3 
£8 6 ” £117 6 
£30 ” ” £012 8 ” £2 is 3 
£50 ve » e118 » £413 9 
£100 9 £2 24 £9 76 
Larger sums in proportion. Moderate Tates for bills of 
_ Mm us on application to Secretary. (No 
gents. 





LAW PARTNERSHIPS & SUCCESSIONS 
For Vacancies for, or introductions to the above, apply to 
J. HARCOURT SMITH, 

The old-established PARTNERSHIP AGENT, 
LAW COSTS DRAFTSMAN, & ACCOUNTANT, 
6i & 62, CHANCERY LANE, W.C. 


N.B.—Vacancies for Articled Clerks. Good Mortgage 
Securities Wanted. 


AW.— GREAT SAVING. — For promt 
payment 25 per cent. will be taken off the following 
writing charges :— 





s. a 
Abstracts Copied one ee O 8 per sh 
Briefs and Drafts ees «. 2 8 per 20 folios, 
Deeds Round Hand s.., ee O 2 per folio 
Deeds Abstracted ae ww 2 © ah 


Full Copii: 02 a. 
PAPER. wFecena, 1d." “per ‘sheet ; » £4. ditto; 
Parchment, 1s. 6d. to 3s. 6d. per skin. 

KERR & LANHAM, 16, Furnival-street, Holborn, E.U. 


‘T’O MORTGAGEES AND OTHERS.— 
Wanted, a large Block of House Property upon full 
repairing lease for a term of years, with option to purchase. 
“yt hes » care of Pool’s Advertising Offices, 
street 


LAISTOW (London, Tilbury, and District 
Railways, about seven minutes’ walk from station) .— 

Five double- when Houses, _— about 80 years at £4, let 
at 12s. per wee £215 each; 20 Freehold Houses, single 
bays, let at 9s. 6d. per week, £270 each ; for an introduction 
to immediate p ser for the whole of this Samive a 
liberal commission would be paid on completion of pur- 
chase.— Write W. E., Advertising Offices, 10, High Holborn, 


}REBHOLD GROUND - RENTS. — To 

Trustees snd others.—A Compact Parcel of about 
£200 per annum, well secured on well-let Properties in 
populous district N.W. ; 25 years ——_— will be accepted 
for whole or part. —Apply G. H. Paxczter, 95, Finsbury- 
pavement, E C. 











——= 
GENERAL REVERSIONARY AND 


INVESTMENT COMPANY, Limited 
No. 26 PALL MALL, LONDON, 8.W. 
Established 1836, ude =’ oneyones by Special Act of 


Share and Bisehnuns Santa! « £621,220. 
Reveersions and Lire Poricres Purcasep on favourable 
Loans On Le pt oom granted either at annyj 


terms. 
interest or for deferred one 
ROBERT R. TILT, F.1.A., Actuary and Secretary, 


THE REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY, 
LIMITED 


(EstaBLisHEeDv 1828), 


Purchase Reversionary Interests in Real and Person) 
and Life Interests and Life Policies, anj 
Advance ‘Money upon these Securities. 


Paid-up Share and Debenture Capital, 2637,525, 
The Society has moved from 17, King’s Arms-yard to 
30, COLEMAN STREET, E.C. 


EQUITABLE REVERSIONARY 


INTEREST SOCIELY, Limited. 
10, LANCASTER PLACE, STRAND, W.C. 
ESTABLISHED 1835. CAPITAL, £500,000. 
Reversions and Life Interests in Landed or Funded Pr. 
perty or other Securities and Annuities PURCHASED or 
LOANS granted thereon. 
Interest on Loans may be Capitalized, 


My z. eg Joint 
H. CLAYTON. Secretaries. 


19th CENTURY BUILDING SOCIETY, 


ADELAIDE PLACE, LONDON BRIDGE, E.C, 
Assets -« « « £162,900, 














CHAIRMAN 
Siz sz WALDEMAR LAWRENCE, pase. JP., 
2, Mitre-court-buildings, ee 


Prompt and Liberal Advances Build, or 
Im; _ Freehold, Leasehold, or tye Property. 
wers Interest 4 . x. cent, eg 
which i ieaade Principal, Premi 
£100: 10 years, £1 1s. 1d.; 12 years, 3, 188. “a; pad re 
aie 14s. 2d.; 21 years, 12s. 11d. Burvey Fee to £500 


Pusnpostundees of FREDERICK LONG, Manager 


Rooster ITALIAN CIRCUS (‘‘Hengler’s”), 
4 ee ay at 3and 8. Over 20 
Prices from A Childvea 
Box-office 10 to 10. Tel. 4,138, Gerrard, 
J See soit Society's latest pet, “ At Home ” Daily, 
at 6 















































(CUSEENT’ 8S INN, STRAND (overlooking 
the Green of the Law Courts).—Several Suites of 
Magnificent OFFICES TO BE LET, containing from one 
to sixteen rooms on the first floor, day and night service of 
lifts, constant : ee of hot water; luncheons, teas, and 
dinners can at moderate prices ; for ‘rents and 
further particulars appiy to ALBERT Crunpaun & Co., 
Clement’s-inn, Strand. 


[T° CAPITALISTS. — £1,000 to £2,000 
Required in old- established Builders Art Decorators, 
and Government Cont: 8 to 10 per cent. 
aed annum will be paid; capital and interest will Goal 
ag Kb gk - amg over a term of 5 or 10 years as dedeed 
by lender.—Box No. 900, Office of “ Solicitors’ Journal,” 
27, Chancery-lane, London, Ww.c. 


ONEY.—To Solicitors.—Farrow’s Bank 
Limited, founded to suppress 60 cent. usury, 
ee Money 3 low Stones on secu which ordi 
nary mortgagees do not accep i A ‘or a. £4 
—" s Bank Luurep, 29. 29, New idge-street, London, 














Daily, at 3 and 8. 
M ASKELYNE and DEVANT’S 
MYSTERIES. 

(Late Maskelyne and Cooke's.) 
8T. eaonaere pans LAneeae PLACE, W. 

nique Eni 
MAGOTS | MOTE: Mr. David Devant, in full 


g’are of the footlights, and 
Tal ne ee aid of aootig gane 
0: ving woman, represen‘ a 
a —_ who ; abrivels aes 
own. nothingness is arms in 
Enchanted Hi a le: —- le 
ne ve. xin t. 
pike Gong. Who's who? my 
Byiph A Mystery of the air. 
ental Magnetism. An uncanny Telepathic 
Shades of Shifters, Pan with a purpose. 
Pa +l Dream. A by llusion, 
intaro, Great Ja) Juggl 
Animated Photographs. Newest Fic ture: —_ = 


Mystic Kettle. Quenches any thirst, 
The Times says:—‘‘ A fall house, full of grown-ups, with 
only a a sprinkling g of delighted ay match and 
at Mr. “David Devant’s r 


Reserved seats, 2s. to 5s. (children under 12 ~price) ; 
balcony, 1s, Telephone, ee aa ) 





ADAME TUSSAUD’S EXHIBITION. 
LIFELIKE PORTRAIT MODELS of 
THE LATE SIR HENRY IRVING. 
THE LATE DR. T. J. BARNARDO. 


MADAME TUSSAUD’S Bi ROUMANIAN BAND 
Admission, 1s. Children under 12,64. Open 10 till 10, 





OOLOGICAL SOCIETY’S GARDENS, 
Regent’s Park, are OPEN DAILY (except Stondays a 
from 9 a.m. until sunset. Admission 1s., M 


ways 6d. Ladies or mage te ma: 
or of the Entrance fee pATp- . sub- 


ion £3, or composition fee £35. —For ps ‘Particulars apply 
tot e to the Szcnnrany. 3 . Hanover-square, W 





~BRAND’S 
ESSENCE 
BEEF, 


ALSO OF 


CHICKEN, MUTTON, and VEAL, 
INVALIDS. 


Price Lists of Invalid Preparations free oa 
application to 


BRAND & CO., Ltd., MAYFAIR, W. 








An admirable Food of the 


EPPS’S 


Finest quality and flavour. 


COCOA 


Nutritious and Economical. 










T 


Suitab! 
THE | 


Mortg 


LEG/ 


Funps 


F 








